

















CANNEL COAL. 


was discovered by the Advertiser in 1818. Cannel 

Coal was then littleused in London: after surmounting 
much opposition, it has become the princi Cannel 
Coal used in the Metropolis, and has greatly assisted 
in improving the London gas. Its joint products of 
gas of high illuminating power, and coke of good quality, 
make it one of che most economical coals known. Itis 
used by all ti.e London Gas Companies, as well as by 
many Provi.ucial and Foreign. 
— from it in 1851, and the Post-office, Bank, and 

tmes Orfice, are at present. 

FIRE£-CLAY RETORTS. 

FiRE-BRICKS of all descriptions. 
established in 1804. 

RAMSAY’S GARESFIELD COAL and COKE, 

Bone and Artificial Manures of all kinds. 

Address G. H. Ramsay, Offices, Broad-chare, New- 
| castle-on-Tyne. 
| April 27, 1854. 


Manufactory 





HE Advertiser, who is at present 
| engaged with one of . largest Metropolitan 
Gas Companies, is desirous of obtaining a Situation as 
| MANAGER of,a-small Work in the Country. Has 
| had 14 years’ experience in the Carbonizing and Dis- 
| tribution of Coal Gas. 

|__Most satisfactory references can be given as to cha- 
| racter and ability. 

Address, M, G., at the Office of this JourNAL, 








TO GAS COMPANIES, ENGINEERS, &c. 


A GAS Engineer, of 20 years’ ex- 
} perience in all its various departments, wishes 
| for an Engagement as ENGINEER, MANAGER, or 
| INSPECTOR. 

| Any Gas Company requiring a competent person, 
| who can make Specifications and is a good Draftsman, 
| can address, W. F., at the Office of this JouRNAL. 


| — = 











PATENT DRY METER, with 
ECCENTRIC ROTARY VALVE. 





PLAN:OF DRY METER VALVE. 








The Crystal Palace was | 


| 
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AMSAY’S NEWCASTLE CANNEL ; 


| 


Vou. VII. N° 142—10 Yrar.] LONDON, 


THE 








bp teh ee aN 
COWEN’S PATENT FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 


JOS. COWEN and CO., 
BLAYDON BURN, NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 


{ Were the only parties to whom a PRIZE MEDAL was 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Jmportant Notice. 


THOMAS EDGE, from his long and intimate ex- 
perience of Dry Meters, being aware of the great 
imperfections which exist in the valves of all those 
hitherto in use (whether made by himself or other ma- 
nufacturers), notwithstanding their extensive use by 
several Gas Companies, has the pleasure to announce 
thathe is at length enabled to introduce to their notice 
a Meter (invented by Mr. Hyams), with a Valve the 
peculiar movement of which must commend itself to 
every scientific man as not liable to become defective. 

It is well known that the Valvular Surfaces of all 
Dry Meters hitherto made, whether slide or rotary, 
very soon become separated, and allow a portion of 
the gas to pass through unregistered. The reason of 
this is, that by 
these valves are constructed every particle of deposit 
from the gas is constantly carried along the same path 
without ever being removed, and thus a gradual accre- 
tion of solid matter takes place, and the valve-cover is 
lifted from its seat. 

Mr. Hyams has, however, effectually remedied this 
fatal defect by the invention of his ECCENTRIC 
ROTARY VALVE, the great peculiarity of which is 
that the valve-cover revolves 
while the centre itself is carried through a small circle 
about the main-shaft of the instrument by the eccen- 
trie which connects the two. 
thereby cause every point in the surface of the valve- 
cover to describe a constantly-varying epicycloidal 
curve, and therefore produces a perfect wiping action, 
by which all extraneous matter is immediately removed. 

The Diaphragms in this Improved Meter being 
formed of almost solid plate surfaces, do not admit of 
any variation in the measuring-chambers, while the 
friction is reduced to the smallest amount by the very 
few joints in the Diaphragms; and the general simpli- 
city of the Meter will be obvious to every one. 


THOMAS EDGE, 
MANUFACTURER OF PATENT WET AND DRY GAS-METERS, 


AND GENERAL GAS APPARATUS AND FITTING WORKS, 
59, GREAT PETER STREET, WESTMINSTER, LONDON. 


Station Meters, Experimental Meters, and Gasholders; Governors, Pressure Registers, By-pass and Slide-Valves, 


awarded at the Great EXHIBITION of 1851, for **Gas 
Rerorts and OTHER OBJECTS in Fire CLay.” 

J.C. and Co. have been for many years the most ex- 
tensive Manufacturers of Fire Clay Retortsin the United 
Kingdom; and orders for Fire Clay Retorts of all 
shapes and dimensions, Fire Bricks, and every other 
article in Fire Clay, are promptly executed at their 
works as above. 

COWEN’S GARESFIELD COAL AND COKE, 

Coal and Coke Office, 
Quay Sipe, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 





TO GAS COMPANIES. 


tHE Advertiser (age 34) is desirous 
of obtaining a Situation as INSPECTOR of 
METERS, &c. Has held a Situation as Manager of a 
Country Work for twelve years under an Engineer— 
the Lessee—and is personally known to Gentlemen 
engaged as Managers, to whom he can refer for Testi- 
monials, &c. Testimonials as to character, Xc., will 
also be given by his present employer. 

Apply to Mr. THOMAS FIsHgR, Secretary, Gas Com- 
pany, Taunton, SOMERSETSHIRE. 


WANTED, by the Advertiser, a 





Situation in a Gas-Work as FOREMAN or | 


MANAGER, who is well acquainted with the Manu- 
facture of Gas, Setting Retorts, Laying Services, 
Proving Meters. Good Accountant, &c. Good Testi- 
monials can be given. 

Address, J. W., Post-Office, Swaffham, NoRFOLK. 


MARCH 30, 1858. 


JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, 


WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 


| 








Subscription { 15s. in Advance] DOUBLE No.» 
per Ann. 18s. Credit. Price Is. 


BLAYDON BURN AND LOW BENWELL FIRE- 
CLAY RETORT AND FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNB. 


WILLIAM COCHRAN CARR, 


begs most respectfully to thank the Metropolitan, Pro- 
vincial, and Continental Gas Companies for their pa- 
tronage for several years past, and to intimate that he 
has rebuilt and enlarged his extensive premises for the 
Manufacture of CLAY RETORTS; and thatheis now 
prepared to execute thelargest orders with gente 
and despatch. Orders for FIRE-CLAY RETORTS, 
of all shapes and sizes, FIRE-BRICKS, and all other 
Articles in Fire-Clay, executed on the shortest notice, 
and on the most reasonable terms. 
London Agents : 
JAMES LAWRIE & CO., 
63, OLD Broap Street, City, LONDON. 





FIRST PRIZE IN THE PARIS EXHIBITION. 






JOHN RUSSELL AND CO, 
THE OLD TUBE WORKS, 
CHURCH HILL, WEDNESBURY, 
STAFFORDSHIRE, 
and 69, UPPER THAMES STREET, LONDON, 
Original Manufacturers of Wrought-Iron Gas Tubes, 
and Holders of the present Patents; Inventors and 


First Makers of LAP-WELDED FLUES for Steam | 


Boilers. 

J. R.and Co, make all kinds of Tubes and Fittings 
for Gas, Steam, and Water, and the largest Orders 
may be executed in a few days. 

he eminent Engineer, Mr. Perkins, confines himself 
altogether to the use of John Russell and Co.’s Tubes 
in his High-Pressure Steam Patents. 

Gun Metal, and all other kinds of Cocks, Stocks, 
Dies, and Taps, Galvanised Tubes, &c. 

N.B. All Goods thoroughly Tested before sent out, 
and Warranted. 





Photometers, &c. 


the erroneous principle upon which 


reely about its centre, 


The combined motions 





ture large numbers of 


. E. to 
luis PATENT LEVER VALVE WET METERS, so 
generally used by Gas Companies, upwards of 70,000 
of them having been called for since the Patent was 
granted. 
be tampered with to the injury of either the Gas 
Company or the Consumer, 


his Meter is the only one which cannot 


GAS-WORKS ERECTED FOR LIGHTING TOWNS AND NOBLEMEN’S A 





ND GENTLEMEN'S MANSIONS. 
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CROSLEY & CQ., 
GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, 
103, SOUTHWARK BRIDGE ROAD, LONDON. 
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SOLE LICENCEES AND MANUFACTURERS OF 
W. CROSLEY’S AND CROSLEY AND GOLDSMITH’S } 
PATENT STANDARD SELF-ADJUSTING AND COMPENSATING GAS-METERS, _ 


By which the True Water-Line is constantly maintained, and accuracy of measurement at all times secured. SEVERAL THOUSANDS OF THEM HAVE BEEN FIXED, AND | 
AKE NOW AT WORK, and numerous Testimonials from eminent Gas Engineers, expressive of their approbation of them, may be seen at the Manufacturers’. ’ | 
Manufacturers of LOWE’S PATENT MOTIVE-POWER METER, for situations where there is an inadequacy of pressure to supply the special requirements | 
of certain coneumers in low grounds during the day or night. Fe ie ae | 
F Also, Manufacturers of EXPERIMENTAL METERS, GASHOLDERS, GOVERNORS, MINUTE-CLOCKS, PHOTOMETERS, &c. &c., similar to those used by 
Mr. King, of Liverpool. rer 7 
c. one Co. conliens to manufacture ordinary WET METERS of the very best description, Mr. W. Crosley having been for many years the principal and confidential 
assistant of his relative, the late Mr. Samuel Crosley, of Cottage Lane, City Road, up to the time of his decease, in which capacity he communicated to W. C. the secret 
of the mixture of the metals which has rendered the Crosley Meter so durable and superior to all others, as is evidenced by a Jarge number of them being still at work 


after having stood the test of nearly a quarter of a century’s use. 
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TO THE GAS COMPANIES | TO GAS-FITTERS, BIRMINGHAM AND SHE F} 

OF GREAT BRITAIN AND THE CONTINENT: ee FIELD WAREHOUSEMEN, AND OTHERS. } 
ANNEL AND COAL FOR GAS COMPANY (Limited). 0 be Disposed of, 2 well-established, | 
( 


PURPOSES.—Fifteen years’ connexion with one 540) pe . : Tirst-Class BUSINESS, situate in ot | 
of the largest Gas Concerns in England, enables us Capital, £50,000 (with power to remand Tcsdeadenaaaiilnes wan City Nello of the | 
from practical experience to certify that the CANNEL | In 10,000 Shares of £5 each; Deposit of 5s. per Share Sages vite a ; } 
and COAL we offer are those best suited for Gas pur- on application, and 15s. per Share on allotment. _ Lease, Fixtures, and Stock to be taken at a valua- || 
poses. Five per Cent. interest will be allowed on all sums or il —— may be had immediately, on terms || 

On application, we shall have much pleasure in for- | paid in advance on calls. eing arranged. | 
warding our Tabulated Statements of Analyses, with Established for the purpose of lighting with Gas Apply Mr. C. Bowgn, Phenix Foundry, Dorrington | 
Prices and Terms; also References as to respecta- | Provincial Towns, Villages, and new lccaiities, either | Street, CLERKENWELL, of whom all necessary particu- 
bility. by the erection of new Works, or by purchasing or | lars may be obtained. | 
All Contract Orders have our careful and best | leasing such existing Works as may be obtained on | ——  —_ ; in | 
attention. | fair terms. )LDE ERS reF ape 

EMANUEL TURNER and Co., Exporters of Caanel The Company are now in active operation, and sup- TO GASBOLDEE-MAKERS & IRON-FOUNDERS 
and Coal, 34, Castle Street, LIVERPOOL. plying Gas at Pater, Pembroke, and Northfleet, and (THE Directors of the Newport (Mon.) 
ae - amos are engaged erecting Works at Wa ton-on-Thames. | GAS COMPANY are prepared to receive TEN- 
AR and GAS-WATER WANTED.— | Negotiations are also in progress for the acquisition of | DERS (with Plans and Specitications) for the Supply 

several other existing works. and Erection of a SINGLE-LIFT GASHOLDER, 90 | | 
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FM eee op Raden Seated Se, i ae, Applications for Shares, Prospectuses, &c., to be | feet diameter by 22 feet deep, inside measure, with Ten 
ae tn es ____ | made at the Offices of the Company, 76, King William | Cast-Iron Columus and Girders, with Guides, Wheels, 
CLERK. Street, C1Ty. Rollers, &c., fora Brick Tank, fixed complete. \| 
° rT Sealed Tenders to be sent in on or before Saturday, 1 
WANTED, by ; Metropolitan Gas GAS TAR, te day a So sah, addressed to the iiaemane | 
PANY, ¢ D R 4ERK ; a rap of the Newport Gas N t, MonmMoUTU-| | 
and = Ww a aeeneate oan, pee ENDERS for the Removal of the cueamh, endeaenll, * Beaieiie ——_— {| 
pensable qualifications, Age from 21 to 25, Salary TAR made at the Kingston-on-Thames Gas- , ; . ; the || 
to commence with from £90) to £100. Works during the year will be ‘Teceived until the 10th l _— ———— we OUAEEE, Cheeeeeeenenaeenyt thet) 
Address, with full particulars of present or last en- | of April next. wisi es | 
gagement, to E, G. C., Watliag’s Newspaper Office, Address, CHARLES ATRD, Gas-Works, KINGSTON- By order, J. BRYAN, Engineer. 
409, STRAND. ON-THAMES. Newport, Monmouthshire, March 25, 1858. 
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JAMES RUSSELL AND SONS, 


WEDNESBURY, STAFFORDSHIRE, and 81, UPPER GROUND STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, 
| PATENTEES, INVENTORS, AND FIRST MAKERS OF 


WROUGHUT-IRON GAS TUBING, | 


| commencing from the eariiest introduction of Gas Lighting into this country. | 
Manufacturers ofevery size and description of Wrought-iron Tubes and Fittings, from one-eighth up to seven-inch internal diameter, for Gas, Steam, or Water. 





PATENTEES AND MANUFACTURERS OF THE 


| LAP-WELDED FLUES, 


| for Marine, Locomotive, and Stationary Boilers. 
Inventois and Manufacturers of 


IMPROVED STEAM AND GAS COCKS, 


in Iron or Gun Metal, from three-eighths to six-inch bore. Manufacturers of every description of hand-serewing 


STOCKS, DIES, AND TAPS, 
| for Gasfitters and Engineering purposes. 
|| Manufacturers of Coils, for hot water and other purposes; Casing of all sizes, with flush joi ts, for Well-sinkers; Blasting Tubes; Buffer Tubes for Railway 
|| Carriages; Tubes for Roller Beams; Spindles, Shafts, Pendulums, Hydraulic Presses, Core Bars, Steam Gauges, &c. &c. 
JAMES RUSSELL and Sons beg to call the attention of Engineers, Builders, Water Companies, and others, to their 


| PATENT ENAMELLED TUBES, 











| which preserve water or other liquids conveyed by them in a perfectly limpid condition; whilst the Knamel itself is as pure as the finest Porcelain, possessing th<¢ 
| rare recommendation of being entirely free from any woxious ingredient in its composition. 
| Lists, Estimates, &c. &c., forwarded on application; orders, from 10 to 100,000 feet of gas tube, executed at twelve hours’ notice if required; and quality may be 
, safely relied upon, as all goods are most carefully tested before leaving the Works. 
| JAMES RUSSELL and Sons have great pleasure in calling attention to the annexed award :— 
t “ EXHIBITION OF THE INDUSTRY OF ALL NATIONS, NEW YORK. 
| “* Office: No, 6, Charing-cross, London, April 6, 1854. 
,| «© Gentlemen,—I have much pleasure in informing you that the Jury has awarded to your firm ‘ HONOURABLE MENTION FOR LAP-WELDED Iron TuBEs.’ Yo: are 
; at full liberty, if you deem it likely to promote your mercantile advantage, to affix to these articles, during the season 1854, a card whereon this Award is printed, and al:o 
44 your prices, With name of agent, &c.—I am, gentlemen, your obedient servant, “J 58 ta 
“* Messrs, JAMES RussELL and Sons, Wednesbury, STAFFORDSHIRE.” OHN H. Bonn, Secretary. 






































THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 171 


March 30, 1858. ] 

















CONTENTS. | Legislature with a proposal for the creation of a new per- 
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; Mr. W. B. King, No. 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street. Again, the late Chancellor of the Exchequer has lately given | 
a <= = | his adversaries a very fine opportunity of playing the part of |) 
Al ERRATA. constitutional opponents of jobbery, or, perhaps, it would be | 
mii An error in the decimal netetion in Mr. Wright's letter on the late pan correct to ny, of Snanciel mystifontion. Caloulating | 
y> || eclipse of ‘the’sun occurs in the early portion of the last issue, which was evidently upon a speedy return to gene? and well aware of || 
8 || corrected in the subsequent copies, and may easily be corrected by the pen | the advantage of the lax system of dealing with unappro- || 
| in all the earlier ones. The paragraph should read thus— _ | priated balances, which has been so much in fashion during | 
e|| “Theigures in'the table show the value of the light falling on the disc, | the recent Administration, Sir G. Lewis made a vigorous 
\} as compared with an argand burner, equal to 15 standard candles. Thus the ° . © 
\| highest result, 14 during sunshine, is equal to 210 sperm standard candles. effort to retain for the Treasury the power of virtually annul - 1 
! Lol prone dung Se wel ao ae Cnk, <e coms ann tell cee ling parliamentary control over the national expenditure. || 
s then the talue af cothanty Saylight is about 64, and of sunshine about Fortunately, Mr. Disraeli has seen th @ tree bearings of wad | 
| 359.” predecessor’s tactics; and he, very wisely, and very honestly, 
! = SSS: | has established the principle that if all the funds voted for a'| 
articular purpose should not be employed in effecting it, they | 
N| TH E JOU R N AL OF GA $ Li G H T i N G, i no he, to be at the pc. of the Tenney. This || 
| WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. is one great gain for the nation. Another seems to be in the | 
| a oe very different spirit with which the Board of Trade is con-| 
| TUESDAY, MARCI 30, 1358. ducted now, from that which prevailed in the days of the 
—_— despiser of parchment titles. Mr. Henley’s answers to the 
NOTES UPON PASSING EVENTS. Cornish members, who clamoured for a new light-house, and 
Puruars it hardly becomes a purely technical Journat to ex- | to the deputation upon the subject of passing tolls, were 
press very decided opinions upon political questions ; but the | marked by as much common sense, and respect to vested 
interests of all classes in highly civilized nations are so closely | rights, as Mr. Lowe’s proceedings were deficient in those 
interwoven, that it is hard to say where we ought to establish | statesman-like qualities. Yet Mr. Henley can see into an abuse 
the precise limits of our editorial duties. The present state of | very quickly ; and he certainly has formed a just appreciation || 
the political affairs of the country forces these reflections from | of the value of the Trinity Board. Lord Derby himself has|| 
way us; and their state is such, that we cannot refrain from going, | taken a similar common-sense, business-like, course to those || 
it may be, a little beyond our strict province to record the im- | adopted by his colleagues, in the manner in which he has | 
pressions we have received from some of the passing events | disposed of the Chelsea Bridge agitation, and of its spuriously | 
Hs which only affect the interests we seek to represent in an in- | patriotic leader, “ dear Shelley.”” The Premier very properly | 
™ direct manner. Principles are involved in some of the measures | replied to the Chelsea deputation, who waited upon him for || 
lately discuseed which are of a nature ultimately to reach parties | the purpose of obtaining the gratuitous opening of the bridge, || 
who may appear now to be safe from their application ; so that | that the said bridge had been built with the funds of the na- || 
it behoves all to examine those measures and events in as broad | tion, upon the express understanding that its cost was to be | 
a are and philosophical a spirit as possible. repaid by atoll. Evidently, under these circumstances, if the | 


Thus : Mr. Slaney has recently occupied the attention of the | Chelsea people desire to have a free bridge, they must protect 
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continent — vacnaa = 



































THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. [March 30, 1858. 





172 


the Government against any loss it might encounter by the 
suppression of the toll. Some time since, the Chelsea people, 
and ‘“‘ dear Shelley ” at their head, were very violent in op- 
posing the park for Bermondsey ; and then they could advocate 
the sound political doctrine that the locality which derived a 
direct benefit from the execution of a public work ought to 
pay the expense it might entail. Mutato nomine, de te fabula 
narratur. Why has not “ dear Shelley” the sense to see the 
point of this argument ? 

How absurd it is, however, whilst leading members of the 
House of Commons thus condescend to overlook principles, 
and to become the delegates, rather than the representatives, 
of their constituents—how absurd it is to cry out against the 
commercial immorality of the age! God forbid that we should 
seem even to extenuate this fearful immorality ; but we do 
contend that it is ridiculous to punish a man for indelicacy, or 
want of integrity in money matters, whilst we pass over with 
indulgence the sacrifice of consistency on the shrine of political 
expediency. Morally speaking, the conduct of men who use 
two measures in political affairs is no better than that of men 
who are guilty of the same proceedings in private life; and yet 
how indignant are they who buy votes against the men who 
cook accounts! Some stern recall to the first principles of 


Electric Light and Colour Company, of the North of Europe 
Steam Navigation Company, of the Atheneum Insurance, &c., 


out of joint.” Wherein lies the remedy ? 
pockets; but how are they to be established? and who is to 
cast the stone which shall convey the first sentence? ‘« Who 
cries out on roguery that can therein tax any private party ?” 
Turning, however, from these melancholy general reflections 
to the consideration of some minor events, we cannot refrain 
from calling the attention of our readers to the case of Mar- 
riage v. the Local Board of Health, Chelmsford, recorded in the 
last number of this JourNaL. We revert to this case, because 
it affords another very striking illustration of the utter ineffi- 
ciency of the Central Board of Health in the instances in 
which (if it were of any use) it would have interfered the most 
decidedly. A body specially designed to guide and instruct 
local authorities in the discharge of new duties, certainly 
ought to have prevented one of its clients from pursuing a 
course which was disgraceful to itself and vexatious to its 
neighbours. The Central Board ought, in particular, to have 
taught its clients how to dispose of the sewerage manure with- 
out nuisance; for its own authorities have so often and so 
loudly proclaimed it to be of inestimable value, that there is a 
positive direliction of duty on the part of the board in thus al- 
lowing local boards to waste public money or to injure public 
health. It is strange that Mr. Austin should have quoted these 
Chelmsford works amongst his illustrations of the successful 
operations of the Central Board of Health; but perhaps this 


official opinions. 

The story of Mr. Ranger’s recent appearance at Lowestoft 
is a funny one; and if, by any mischance, the Central Board 
should be reconstituted, a useful lesson might be learnt from 
the tactics of those who defeated the intrigues of its advocates 
in the above named town. A surreptitious petition for an in- 
quiry had been sent up to London, and a superintending in- 
spector was thereupon named to go through the usual farce of 
an inquiry. Before he made his appearance in the town, how- 
ever, public opinion was carefully enlightened upon the nature 
of the Public Health Act, and upon the results of its applica- 
tion elsewhere ; so that when the inspector appeared he found 
the inhabitants of Lowestoft disposed not only to question the 
legality of his proceedings, but also to vigorously resist the 
substitution of the authority of the Central Board for the ex- 
isting local institutions. The investigation, under these cir- 
cumstances, became a joke; and the inspector had the sense 
to perceive the exquisite absurdity of his position. He, there- 
fore, contented himself by telling the Lowestoft people that 
they were very well off as they were; that they would gain 
nothing by the application of the Public Health Act; and, 
then, with mutual compliments, he and the local authorities 
parted. Risu solvuntur tabule ! 

The London drainage question drags its slow length along ; 
and, although there appears to be a probability that the 








| of artesian wells. 


/are no more exempt from errors than the individuals which 


public and private morality seems, indeed, to be wanted at the | lective capacity things they would not dare to do if the responsi- | 


present day; for the recent exhibitions in the matters of the | : ‘ a | 
| of society must therefore, we believe, rejoice to find that our 


together with the political jobbery, especially amongst the re- SUC! $8 
presentatives of large constituencies, prove that “the times are | their position and power. 
Reformatories are | 


needed, alas! for public men nearly as much as for pick- | 


counter report of Messrs. Bidder and Hawksley will be pre- 
sented in the course of next week, we fear that no decision 
upon this momentous question can be arrived at elsewhere 
than in the Legislature. Whatever may be the nature of this 
report, it will surely be criticized, and the measures it may 
recommend will surely be disputed. Who is to decide between 
the rival schemes? Meanwhile the pollution of the Thames 
continues to take place as of old; and the public health con- 
tinues to be exposed to this source of disease and danger, the 
time for executing this great work fixed by the Legislature 
running rapidly away while these sterile debates continue. 
The decision of the law courts in the case of Tinkler v. the 
Local Board of Works of Wandsworth is of importance, as proving 
that our tribunals are not disposed to sanction the abuse of muni- 
cipal authority even under the specious pretext of the public good. 
It is, unfortunately, too much the fashiom at the present day to 
sacrifice private rights to what is supposed to be the interest 
of society ; and therefore it is that we hail with so much satis- 
faction the decisions of thecourts, which recall to thenew, would- 
be, social tyrants, the fact that there is, above their immediate 
requirements, a general, abstract equity. Corporate bodies 





compose them are ; and too often, alas! men do in their col- | 


bility rested exclusively with themselves. Every well-wisher 


law courts regard with considerable jealousy the tendency of) 
such corporate bodies, as we have specially referred to, to abuse 





A very interesting report by the French General Devaux has. 
been published in the last number of the Nouvelles Annales de | 
Construction, in which that officer describes the operations | 
lately undertaken by the Government of Algiers with a view | 
to securing a supply of water in the Desert of Sahara, by means | 
It appears from this document that since’ 
April, 1856, the French soldiers have completed six of these | 
all-important works, and have thus either restored fertility to 
some of the ancient oasis, or have actually created new halting- 
places in these inhospitable regions. The yield per minute, 
temperatures of the waters flowing over the surface, and the 
depths of the wells, are thus given, in English measures :— 


Yield, Gallons. Temperature. Depth. 
Tamerna . ee: sec GPR nc evn 196 °8 
Temacin..... ie CPB .cees 278°8 | 
Teen .c.. GSE occccs | i 191°9 
Sidi Rached .. 946°0 ...... i a7 4 
Oum Thiour.. 39°6 ...... Ss ee 353 °3 
Chegga...... i ere Te weces 131 °2 





It is impossible to say what may be the ultimate consequence | 
of these beneficent operations ; but, certainly, they must tend, 


| to diminish the difficulties which have hitherto almost cut off, 
| the interior of Northern Africa from the rest of the world. We) 


strange assertion may furnish an illustration of the value of | 





cannot help suspecting that a similar result might be obtained 
in India, if properly-organized researches were commenced in| 
the great and little deserts of the north-western provinces ; and 
that, even in Australia and the Cape colony, much gvod might 
be effected by a skilful adaptation of the system so well carried 
out by our neighbours. Under any circumstances, the F rench| 
Government deserves great praise for its incessant efforts to 
improve the material happiness of the races under its sway. 
It is thus only that conquest can be excused. We may be al- 
lowed, however, before quitting this subject, to remark that it 
is unfortunate that General Devaux should not have given an 
account of the geology of the district thus operated upon. 

These notes must be concluded, almost as they were begun, 
by a political warning; for the present state of the question 
with respect to the Central Board of Health is such as to in- 
spire great anxiety. In the notices of motion, &c., for last 
week, the second reading of the Public Health Act Amend- 
ment Bill was put down for Friday the 26th, yet on Tuesday 
the 23rd it was quietly withdrawn. Does this myst: rivus 
mode of dealing with a bill of such importance indicate that 
the Conservatives are learning the State’s craft of their , rece- 
cessors, and are abandoning the honest statesmanshi) which 
would make them omnipotent at the present day, when the 
nation is weary of the ‘‘clever” diplomatists it has sv un- 
mistakably condemned? Mr. Adderley owed it to himself, 
and to his friends, to make some statement of his intentions ; 
and his studied silence must inspire fear of his projects. 
























































THE CORK CONSUMERS’ GAS COMPANY (LIMITED). 


WE thought that, after the exposure in our last number of 
the affairs of the Cork Gas Consumers’ Company (Limited), 
it would not have been necessary to notice the concern again 
for some time to come. As might have been expected, the 
principal promoters of that scheme did not like to see the actual 
position of their affairs laid bare before the citizens of Cork, 
and their organ, the Cork Examiner, consequently taxes us with 
misrepresentations and the suppression of truth, charges which 
we cannot allow to pass unnoticed. The editor complains that 
we did not insert the report of the meeting, which he intimates 
we should have found to be ‘‘ inconvenient ; ” and truly it would 
have been so, inasmuch as it would have occupied nearly six 
pages of our JourNAL, and would have supplanted matter of 
| much more interest to our general readers. Consistently incon- 
|siatent, however, he at the same time charges us with having 
occupied an unusual space in our notice of the proceedings. In 
his accustomed manner of taking mere assertions for facts, and 
| the conceptions of his lively imagination for solid realities, he 
concocts a number of such unsubstantial verities, which, ac- 
| cording to his idea of fairness, ought to have been fully recorded. 

As an instance of his imaginative facts, we may mention that 
jwe ae charged with having suppressed “ the fact that more 
shares are subscribed for than can be actually registered until 
es contractors’ accounts are settled.” Thus it would appear 
| that both gas consumers and applicants for shares are far too 
| Bumerous to be convenient, and yet at the meeting there were 
| urgent calls upon both classes to be more active in theirdemands. 
| We are further charged with having suppressed the accounts 
,of the United General Gas Company, which he assumes that 
| we possess, though they have never yet been made public ;— 
the substance of which accusation thus resolves itself into one 
of not having committed a breach of confidence. 
| In commenting on Mr. Maguire’s representations, we con- 
| sidered we had full right to compare them one with another for 
| the purpose of exposing their inconsistency; and having, for this 
| purpose only, assumed Mr. Maguire’s facts, the Cork Examiner 
saddles us with the adoption of them as correct, though we 
showed, in other parts of our article, that they could not be 
jtrue ; and, having thus arrived at what he conceives to be our 
|Statement of facts, he proceeds to prove that they do not 
‘correspond with what we stated elsewhere. By these ingenious 
'processes he endeavours to show that we have suppressed 
facts and misrepresented the condition of the company. It is 
evident, however, that his main object is to throw dust into 
| the eyes of the citizens of Cork, and to blind them to some of 
|the main points of the Cork Consumers’ affairs, which we made 
‘inconveniently prominent. It is curious to observe the silence 
studiously maintained respecting the comparative illuminating 
| powers of the gases of the two companies, and yet, before the 
' exposures at their last meeting, this was the subject on which 
‘the editor of the Cork Examiner delighted to dwell. Even he 
i has not confidence enough, in face of the admissions—that, 
“ to give the largest amount of light we could to the public 
lamps, we put on an exceedingly great pressure,” and that it 
was necessary afterwards to alter the burners—any longer to 
assert the superiority of the Cork Consumers’ gas. No at- 
tempt is made to deny that that company shrank from the test 
of comparing the gases by photometrical measurement; and 
the pantomimic effects which were asserted to have been pro- 
duced by changing one gas for another, are now tacitly ad- 
mitted to have been mere illusions. 

We are taxed again and again with not having paid consi- 
deration to the engineer’s report and his statement at the 
meeting. In reply to this accusation, we may observe that we 
do not consider either of them to be sufficiently trustworthy to 
be confidently relied on. Even in the matter of leakage, which 
we are said to have exaggerated in contradiction to his state- 
ment, the engineer only reported what he expected to effect in 
reducing it. Mr. Anderson, it is well known, is very sanguine 
in his expectations, and is accustomed to shoot with a long bow, 
of which his assertion that the gas now manufactured in Cork 
by the United General Gas Company costs them 13s. per 1000 
feet, may be taken as an example. Comparing this assertion 
with another of his, that that company now manufacture only 
one-third their former quantity, we are led to the conclusion 
that the United General Gas Company, when in the full pleni- 
tude of their custom, must have been losers by the gas supplied 
at 4s. 6d. per 1000 feet; unless, indeed, Mr. Anderson intends 
to assert that it costs absolutely more to manufacture a small 
quantity of gas than a large one, which he will scarcely venture 
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to do. Another conclusion to be drawn from this assertion of 
Mr. Anderson’s is, that, if the United General Gas Company | 
could derive no profit from the supply of the whole city of) 
Cork, with gas at 4s. 6d., the shareholders of the Cork Con-, 
sumers’ Company cannot expect to get any profit from supply- | 
ing a portion of the city at that price. In other statements | 
of the engineer, he in a like manner overshoots his mark, | 
and, instead of hitting his intended object, he unwittingly | 
pierces the heart of the friend whom he would succour. 
THE WINDING-UP OF THE ELECTRIC POWER, | 
LIGHT, AND COLOUR COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Tue experience of every day proves the truth of those lines 
of Moore— 








** All that’s bright must fade, 
The brightest still the fleetest.”’ 


No vision seemed more beautifully bright than the Electric 
Power, Light, and Colour Company (Limited). Decked out in} 
the most brilliant colours of its own manufacture—introduced | 
to the notice of the world by a nobleman of the highest stand- 
ing, and by gentlemen of the greatest respectability—pro- | 
fessing to be able to produce the most intense and beautiful ' 
light without any cost, and to be based on the result of prac- | 
tical experience—it looked so enchanting, and, at the same, 
time, seemed to bear such evidence of substantiality, that it) 
promised to prove an exception to brightness in general, and} 
to continue to shine brighter and brighter till the whole world | 
should be illuminated and painted en couleur de rose. But, alas? 
the cold realities of the Bankruptcy Court show that there is| 
no exception to the rule, even in such seemingly unexception- |} 
able a concern as the Electric Light, Power, and Colour Com-}) 
pany (Limited). i] 
A Mr. Purdie, of Edinburgh, who was induced by the ‘4 
glowing colours of the company to take, first, ten £100 shares, | 
and, subsequently, one hundred additional shares of £20 i 
each, has presented himself as a petitioner to the Bankruptcy \j 
Court with an immense catalogue of grievances against the |j 
directors; from which it would appear that, notwithstanding || 
the respectable names that figured in the list of the directors || 
of the company, its affairs were, somehow or other, managed |! 
most disgracefully, not to say fraudulently. One of the di- } 
rectors, when written to by the petitioner for information | | 
respecting the affairs of the company, replied by stating that |} 
he had much pleasure in saying that he had washed his hands |} 
of what he considered “‘ the greatest swindle of the day.” ty 
This, it may be supposed, did not afford much satisfaction bad || 
the inquirer. it 
In the course of his petition he sets forth many of the mis- ii 
deeds of the directors, and, if his allegations be true, this) 
brightest of bright projects will do something more than fade; |! 
its brilliant colours will not only become extinct, but they will |; 
leave behind a black stain which it will be difficult to eradicate. |} 
He commences his petition by stating the delusive promises || 
made by the directors in their prospectus; that the profits of || 
the company would only be limited by the capital subscribed; |! 
that the pigments obtained by the action of the voltaic bat- |: 
teries would be 7 blues, 5 yellows, 1 green, “ of very great and 
extraordinary brilliancy,”” 1 scarlet, and 2 whites; and that 
these beautiful colours would produce a large profit, indepen- 
dently of the electric power required for illumination, which 
would be all thrown in for nothing. 
These beautiful colours illuminated by so brilliant and costly 
a light dazzled Mr. Purdie’s vision, and he eagerly grasped at 
and paid for shares to the amount of £1000. Not satisfied 
with this venture, he was afterwards induced by the flourishing 
reports of the directors, backed by a declared dividend of 20 
per cent., to take additional shares to the amount of £2060 ; 
and he now complains of misrepresentations, and prays the 
Court of Bankruptcy for a winding-up order against the com- 
pany. In one respect, indeed, the prospectus understated the 
results that would be gained by the Electric Power, Light, and 
Colour Company, in mentioning the production of only a single 
green amongst its colours. We ventured to predict at the 
time that the company would obtain more greens than one be- 
fore long, and the result fully answered our predictions, for 
many fine ‘‘ Verdant Greens ” were soon displayed in its lists.’ 
The allegations of Mr. Purdie proceed to state that not only} 
were there no profits out of which to declare a dividend, - 
that enormous losses had been incurred at the time; and that) 
the directors, after a committee of investigation had declared 
that two-thirds of the capital of the company had been lost, 
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and had recommended a voluntary winding up, still persisted in 
carrving on its affairs, and, without authority to do so, borrowed 
large sums of money for the purpose. The petitioner, there- 
fore, among other matters, prays that the directors may be 
made personally responsible for all liabilities incurred after the 
report of the committee of investigation. 

Though his allegations have not yet been answered, suffi- 
cient is admitted on the face of these proceedings to point a 
moral that ought to be carefully treasured up. It will not be 
denied that, at the time a dividend was declared, no real profit 
had accrued, and that reports were made of the flourishing con- 
dition of the company, when it was known that the concern was 
almost hopelessly in debt. If this condition of affairs can exist 
with a board of directors of high position and unquestioned re- 
spectability, the most tempting and feasible schemes promoted 
by any company, with limited liability, ought to be looked on 
with the extremest caution, by those who do not wish to see 
their money recklessly squandered. 


Circular to Gas Compantes. 














Tue extreme length to which the proceedings of some of the 
eemmnnnaes on the opposed gas bills of the session has extended, 
|compels us reluctantly to postpone till our next issue the pub- | 
|| lication of several of the reports, and, amongst others, that of | 
||the committee on the Chester Gas Bill, in the course of which | 
|| Some novel and important questions were raised; and a pre- 
||cedent has been established in respect to the quality which may | 
materially influence future legislation on this point. The whole | 
| circumstances are peculiar, and may be thus briefly narrated :— 
| The corporation of Chester claim to be owners of the soil of 
||the streets in virtue of their ancient charters, and they have 
‘|exercised their assumed rights so far back as the reign of | 
Elizabeth, during which they granted permission to an indivi- | 
‘|dual to lay down water-pipes. In 1817 they further granted | 
| an unconditional permission to a private company to lay down 
| gas-pipes; but this company does not appear to have been 
‘regularly constituted by deed of settlement till 1845, previous 
‘| to which date it carried on its operations as a private partnership. 
In the same year the corporation obtained an Improvement Act, 
by which the management of the pavements became vested in 
them, without, however, recognizing their claim to the sub- 
soil, or in any way confirming by statute the rights claimed by 
prescription. In 1851 they granted a second license to lay down 
gas-pipes to Mr. Samuel Highfield; but this time it was 








| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| limited to 21 years, renewable for another term of 21 years, 
|;and subject to certain onerous stipulations, the principal of 
||which were, the payment of a rent, the obligation to supply 
| | gas made from ‘‘ the best Lancashire cannel” at 4s. 6d. per 
|| 1000 feet, and a prohibition against assigning the license, or 
'|amalgamating with the old company, without the permission of 
| the corporation. As might have been anticipated, the specu- 
|| lation proved a disastrous one, and Mr. Highfield’s means and 
|, credit being exhausted, the exclusive supply of gas would have 
jjagain fallen into the hands of the old company had not the 
_| corporation in 1854 permitted the license to be transferred to a 
||substantial company, and agreed to waive the stipulation as to 
||the exclusive use of cannel coal, provided the gas supplied was 
lof ‘the best quality, to be ascertained by the most approved 
\|test;’’ indeed, practically, and with the tacit assent of the 
||corporation, cannel coal had ceased to be used during the latter 
| period of Mr. Highfield’s management. Two years’ experi- 
'}ence sufficed to show the impossibility of two rival gas-works 
||existing in a city of 30,000 inhabitants, and in 1856 the cor- 
|| poration finally assented to their amalgamation as the Chester 
|| United Gas Company, the sums expended upon the two works 
|| being represented by a capital of £50,000, with power to raise 
|| £10,000 more for extensions. The unconditional license 
|granted to the old company in 1817 consequently passed to 
|the amalgamated company without reserve, while the obliga- 
jtions of Highfield’s license of 1851 remained in full force, ex- 
|cept insomuch as they were modified in 1854. 

Throughout the negotiations which preceded the amalgama- 
tion—and were only finally concluded in March, 1857—it was 
\eeniy to F and distinctly stated that the company intended to | 








apply to Parliament for an Act at the earliest possible period. 
|The requisite notices were accordingly given in November last, 
i}and then the Chester Parliament seems to have become, for the 
| ~ . . °. . . . . 

|| first time, conscious that its assumed rights and ancient privileges 








|| might be infringed by the Parliament sitting at Westminster, 





and a determined opposition to the passing of any Act was forth- 


with resolved upon. In the petition presented by the corpo- |! 


ration against the bill, all reference to the unconditional license 
of 1817 was adroitly evaded; and the case was presented as 





one, the only object of which was to convert the 21-years’ 
license of 1851 into a permanent occupation by Act of Parliament. 
Such a position was clearly untenable, and upon the preamble of | 
the bill being passed, the only substantial question to be settled | 
was, what was meant by the expression, “ gas of the best 
quality.” Bi-carburetted hydrogen, or olefiant gas, from alcohol 
and sulphuric acid, is unquestionably the “best gas;”’ and if that | 
term is to be interpreted strictly and literally, it must mean ole. | 
fiantgas; but no one ventured to hint at this being thetrue mean- | 
ing of the contract, nor even that cannel gas was intended. The 
reasonable interpretation was that offered by the company, viz., 
gas of the highest illuminating power required by any Act of 


' Parliament, and hence twelve sperm candles were inserted in| 


the bill. Mr. Hawksley and Mr. Anderson, on the part of the | 
corporation, were, however, prepared to contend for sixteen or 
eighteen candles, and fifteen candles were ultimately adopted | 
as a compromise, with a proviso, that the company shall not | 
be liable in any penalty if they shall prove to the satisfaction 
of the justices that the deficiency in illuminating power has 
arisen from unavoidable accident, or other cause beyond the 
control of the company. 

The principle upon which this proviso is founded is carried 
to a greater extent in the quality clause of the Nottingham Gas 
Bill, which has passed another committee, and is to the follow- 
ing effect :— 

Quatity or Company's Gas.—Unless prevented by frost, unusual defi- 
ciency of coals, or other unavoidable cause, or accident, or during necessary 
repairs occasioned by such accident, all the gas supplied by the company 
shall be of such quality as to produce from an argand burner, having fifteen 
holes, and a 7-inch chimney, and consuming 5 cubic feet of gas per hour, a 
light equal in intensity to the light produced by twelve sperm candles of six 
in the pound, burning 120 graius per hour. - | 

| 





Correspondence. 


THE USE OF THE RESIDUAL PRODUCTS OF GAS-WORKS. 

Srr,—I have received a letter from a valued correspondent, 
resident in Yorkshire, and chairman of an important gas company, 
in reply to some inquiries as to the application of the residual pro- 
duets of gas-works in agriculture, which may perhaps be of interest 
to your readers. 

My friend says:— Our gas-water is manufactured into the | 
sulphate of ammonia, a portion of which is discoloured and sold | 
for agricultural purposes, and the remainder is sold to manufac- | 
turers. The spent or refuse lime is a drug, and its disposal is fre- | 
quently attended with expense. Although it is principally used on | 
land, still few farmers, if any, speak well of it; because the sulphur | 
which it contains acts injuriously on vegetation, and cannot be got | 
rid of without destroying the ammonia at thesametime. The best | 
method of preparing it as a manure is to grind it quite fine, and | 
mix it with equal parts of clay. It must then be applied in the 
same way as guano.” G.R. Buren. | 

14, Lincoln’s-Inn-Fields, March 29, 1858. 











| 

THE ORIENTAL GAS COMPANY’S STAFF. 

Srr,—I was sorry to see in your last JouRNAL my name connected | 

with the Oriental Gas Company as their assistant engineer. You! 

will be good enough, in your next edition, to correct that statement, | 

and to say that my appoinment is that of manager under the | 
directors. GrorGE CLARK. 


Imperial Gaslight and Coke Company, ’ \ 
} 


Shoreditch Station, March 20. 
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2302.—ALFRED Vincent Newron, of 66, Chancery Lane, London, for 
“ Certain improvements in meters for gas and other yluids.” Provisional 
protection only obtained. Dated Sept. 2, 1857. 
This invention relates, firstly, to the employment in a meter for gas or 
other fluids, either aériform or liquid, of a system of ports, of similar size 
and form, fitted with a single valve, which is opened by the pressure of 
the gas or fluid, whose flow is to be measured, in such a manner as to give 
at any time the same area of opening to every port, in combination with 
an engine which is driven by the gas or fluid passing through one port of 
the system, and is thereby caused to give motion to a registering appa- 
ratus. The system of valves and ports operate upon the principle that a 
definite quantity of any fluid, under a certain pressure, will pass through 
an orifice or passage of certain form and dimensions within a given time; 
the measurement by the motion of the engine of the quantity passing 
through the one port, in direct communication with the engine, serving as 
an index to the aggregate quantity passing through the whole system of 
orts. 
' The invention relates, secondly, to an improved construction of engine, 
operated by the pressure of the gas or other fluid, for giving motion to the 
indicating apparatus of gas and other fluid meters, This engine is appli- 
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| chamber or vessel may be of cast-iron, or other suitable material, and it 
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cable to meters in whieh the novel system of ports and valves is used, or 
to those in which such engine performs the whole measurement. It con- 
sists of a cylindrical box or shell, having a partition dividing it trans- 
versely to its axis into two chambers, each of which contains one of two 
flexible metallic chambers, constructed of an even number of metal discs, 
connected together in pairs at their edges, so as to form cells, which cells 
are connected at their centres by lateral passages. The flexible chambers 
thus formed are each connected with the cylindrical box by passages running 
down to the centre chambers at opposite sides of the vertical partition. 
These chambers dilate very readily to a considerable extent when a fluid 
under pressure is admitted to the interior, the dises assuming a concave 
form on their inner sides; but the said chambers contract again by the 
elasticity of the metal (which may be corrugated if desired) as the escape 
of the fluid from the interior is permitted ; and such contraction is further 
increased by subjecting them to an external pressure. It is obvious that 
the capacity of the chambers or divisions of the cylindrical or outer box 
containing the flexible chamber is diminished and increased as the latter 
are dilated and contracted, and this is taken advantage of to employ the 
outer and inner chambers as measuring-chambers. Lach of these four 
chambers is furnished with an inlet and outlet-valve, which receive mo- 
tion through suitable mechanism to admit and discharge the gas or liquid 
required to be measured from the dilating and contracting movements of 
the flexible chambers. 

The last part of the invention relates to an improvement in the valve- 
seats, and consists in bevelling their edges, by which means the valves are 
prevented from adhering to their seats by reason of deposits of impurities 
thereon, as often happens in gas-meters having valves and seats of the 
ordinary construction. 


2322.—Ricuarp. Jounson, of Blackburn, in the co. of Lancaster, gentle- 
man, for “ Certain improvements in purifying and filtering water.” 
Patent dated Sept. 5, 1857. 
This invention relates to the purification of such waters as contain mineral 
matters or particles held in solution, and consists in removing the mineral 
properties therefrom, and filtering the same, in order to separate the vege- 
table matters or other impurities therefrom. The water to be purified or 
freed from the mineral held in solution is to be exposed to the influence 
and chemical action of the air, which is effected by causing the water to 
pass through the atmosphere for some distance in a small quantity, such 
as jets, sheets, or streams, and to fall upon a layer of broken slate, stone, 
or other suitable material ; the water is thus brought into contact with the 
oxygen of the atmosphere, whieh will cause the mineral particles that are 
held:in solution by carbonic gas to be separated, and be precipitated upon 
the slate, &c., whieh forms the first bed or filtering layer ; the water thus 
treated, and having passed through other filtering-beds, will be perfectly 
purified, and free from all vegetable, mineral, and other extraneous matters. 
The claim is for the method or manner of removing the mineral matters 
or particles, or poisonous mineral matters from water, by submitting it in 
drops, sheets, or streams to the chemical action of the atmosphere, either 
by means of the apparatus hereinbefore described, set forth, and tully 
exhibited in the drawings annexed, or by any other such contrivance; and 
whether operated upon in large or small quantities, by which the water is 
brought into contact with the atmosphere in suitable quantities to effect 
the required result, either prior or subsequently to submitting water to 
the process of filtering. 


2350.—Epwarp Lavenpsr, of 30, Aston Street, Limehouse, in the co. 
of Middlesex, for “‘ 4” impr t in distilling products from coal.” 
Patent dated Sept. 9, 1857. 

This invention has for its object an improvement in distilling products 

from coal, and consists in subjecting coal to the action of superheated 

steam in a suitable chamber or vessel, and thus to cause products to 

be distilled over, which are to be condensed. For this purpose the 





is preferred that the highly-heated steam should be introduced under a 
perforated false bottom, on which the coals are placed; and the vessel or 
chamber should also be provided with an opening and door, or cover, to 
facilitate the feeding in the coal and removing the coke; also an opening 
or passage, with suitable pipe to a condenser, to convey off and condense 
the products distilled over, and in some cases the products are conducted 
into acidulated water. The steam is to be highly heated, and conveyed 
by a suitable pipe under the false perforated bottom. The chamber or 
vessel is not to be externally heated, and it is desirable that the chamber 
or vessel, when of cast-iron, should be coated externally with non-con- 
ducting materials. 


2356.—Marin Josrrx ALPHONSE Mitx, miner, and Francois Canat, 
both of Paris, for ‘‘ Improvements in producing gas.’’ Provisional pro- 

tection only obtained. Dated Sept. 10, 1857. 

This invention consists in the use of tar and other residues arising from 
the manufacture of gas, and other tars, resinous, or fatty matters, mixed 
with thin shavings or chips or pieces of wood, and sawdust of all kinds 
of wood. This mixture is distilled in ordinary gas apparatus, and the 
gas resulting purified by ordinary means. By this process a very pure 
and cheap gas is obtained of good lighting power. 

The proportions of the various substances employed are as follows :— 

500 parts of the residue of gas or of fatty matter. 
1000 parts of sawdust.of any kind of wood. 
500. parts of shavings, chips, or pieces of wood of any kind. 

In the various experiments it has been found these proportions are 
very suitable, but these can be varied according to the nature of the 
residue or resinous or fatty matter, according to the sawdust and chips at 
ped manufacturers’ disposal, and also according to the quality of gas to be 
produced. 


2390.—Tuomas Graname, of Leamington, in the co. of Warwick, for 
“Improvements in grinding corn and in generating gas on inland waters.” 
Patent dated Sept. 15, 1857. 

This invention has for its object improvements in grinding corn and in 

generating gas on inland waters, and consists in combining in a suitable 

vessel (proper for navigating on the inland waters, on which it is to be 





used) a steam-engine and gearing for moving or propelling the vessel, 





and a flour-mill to receive motion from the steam-engine when the vessel | | 
is at anchor or fixed to the shore. The furnace or furnaces on board such || 
vessel are to be arranged not only suitable for heating the boiler for the | 
purpose of generating steam, but also to heat retorts for generating 
gas. By such a combination of mechanism on board a boat the greatest | 
economy will result in receiving corn to be ground in the best localities, | 
and in delivering the flour and bran on the various parts of the banks of | 
the inland waters; and in respect to supplying towns and places situated || 
on inland waters with gas, it will only be necessary to have gasometers | 
on shore in suitable places, and to anchor or fix the vessel for a time near | 
a gasometer, in order to supply the same with gas as it is generated on 
board the vessel, the necessary purifiers as well as the retorts being on | 
board the vessel. Vessels thus fitted will be caused to move to and fro on 
the inland water, stopping at such places as may be most convenient for | 
taking in corn, for delivering out flour and bran, and for supplying the 
local gasometers with gas; thus rendering unnecessary numerous flour- | 
mills and gas-works, which can only be in work at intervals, whereas, by 
having floating machinery, the same may be kept in constant employment. | 
In constructing a floating mill according to this invention, a steam-mill | 
is arranged on board a boat or raft similar to those used in fixed steam- | 
mills; and it is preferred to arrange the steam-engine so as to work sepa- | 
rate from the mill, in order that the steam power may be applied for a | 
time to give motion to propelling machinery ; and, in cases where the vi- | 
bration would be prejudicial to the action of the mill, the floating vessel 
or raft is fixed for the time being to the bank or to suitable fixed points on | 
the bank. 
} 
{ 
; 
| 
| 





In like manner gas-works are constructed on board a floating ship or | 
vessel, either in combination with a steam-mill or separate therefrom, and 
the steam power is arranged to propel the vessel at one time, and, whea 
desired, to propel the gas generated to a gasometer at a point below where 
the same is generated. 


2403.—Wituiam Mippieton, jun., ironfounder, and Tuomas Trrrius | 
CuILLINGWoRTH, civil engineer, both of Birmingham, in the co. of War- 
wick, for “ Certain improvements in adjusting the sliding parts of chan- | 
deliers and gas pendants.” Patent dated Sept, 16, 1857. 
This invention has for its object the entire superseding the necessity or 
use of what is called balanced weights for regulating the raising and 
lowering of chandeliers, gas-slides, and pendants ; and this is effected by 
the use of an equivalent or counterpoising resistance produced by the use | 
of a spring or springs coiled up in a box or boxes, that, as the chandelier 
slide or patent is being pulled down, the spring or springs are at the same 
time wound up, and as the winding up of such spring or springs absorb an | 
equivalent power to the weight of the chandelier slide or pendant (to 
which such spring or springs may be attached), it is evident that the chan- 
delier or slide will remain in any position in which it may be placed, and 
yet may be raised or lowered by the slightest amount of pressure. And, 
in some instances, the same object is effected by making the inner and 
outer tubes that pass down one in the other of such chandelier or pen- 
dants of what is called twisted tube, and the inner one being fixed or se- 
cured at the top end tothe ceiling with its attendant parts, leaves the outer 
one free to be raised or lowered by turning it in the desired direction, the 
action being quick or slow, according to the angle of the twist 
For the description of chandelier pendants or slides that are fitte up 
and constructed with an object to simplicity and economy a rack is formed 
on the inner slide, and by securing a spring detent in any suitable way to 
the water-cup the same object is effected. 
The claim is for the means of raising, lowering, and sustaining chan- 
—— slides, or pendants as herein described and exhibited as their equi- 
valents. 


2407.—Emite Atcan, of Fore Street, Aldermanbury, London, merchant, 
for ‘‘An improved process for refining parafine.” Patent dated Sept. 
16, 1857. 
This invention consists of a process for purifying paraffine, from whatever | 
source obtained, by means of sulphuret of cerbon. Into a close vessel of 
any suitable form, lined with lead, and furnished with an agitutor, is put 
a quantity of rough paraffine, which is melted by means of a current of | 
steam or hot water passing through a worm placed in the vessel. Wher || 
the paraffine is melted, which will be at from 104° to 110° Fah., the sul- | 
phuret of carbon is introduced, and the melted paraffine and sulpburet of | | 
carbon are mixed by means of the ogitator; and when the two are! 
thoroughly incorporated, the mixture of sulphurct of carbon and paraffine | 
is run into moulds ; and when the mixture is cooled, itis put into bags and, 
strongly compressed by means of ordinary hydraulic presses. 
The first treatment by the sulphuret of carbon is sufficient to purify | 
some kinds of paraffine from the pitch and essential oils which they con- | 
tain, but more frequently it is necessary to repeat the process—sometimes | 
even a third time. The quantity of sulphuret of carbon requisite cannot | 
be exactly specified, as it varies according as the rough paraffine which is | 
operated upon is more or less pure; it may vary from 10 to 25 per cent. | 
for the first washing, and from 5 to 15 per cent. for each subsequent | 
washing. | 
The residuum, from the several pressings to which the paraffine is sub- 
jected, contains pitch, essential oils, and sulphuret of carbon. ‘I'o separate 
the sulphuret of carbon, these residuums are placed in a distilling appa- 
ratus, on the plan of the salt-water bath, furnished with a worm or refri- | 
gerating-tubes; the sulphuret of carbon is then distilled and collected as. 
soon as condensed. The residuum from which the sulphuret of carbon | 
has been extracted is treated in the same manner as the rough parafline 
after it has undergone a distillation to separate it partially from the pitch. | 
In order to avoid the washings with sulphuret of carbon, the rough parat- 
fine, when it is very impure, may be washed with oil of schist or of 
naphtha, or other pale-coloured and light bituminous oils, which, by means 
of a strong pressure in hydraulic presses, free the paraffine from a portion | 
of the substances with which it is contaminated. The quantity of oi! 
varies like the quantity of sulphuret of carbon, and it is often desirabl. | 
in the treatment of the residuums, or when the parafiine is very impure, | 
to resort to distillation Lefore employing the sulphuret of carbon. 
When the parafiine, after one or more washings, is sufficiently bleached, 
it is melted in a vat by means of common or superheated steam, to free } 
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eompletely from all traces of the sulphuret of carbon, which it still retains, 
notwithstanding the powerful pressure which it has undergone. 

When the sulphuret of carbon is entirely removed, the temperature 
raust be kept up so as to maintain the paraffine in a state of fusion until 
the water proceeding from the condensed steam, and the various other 
impurities, have settled. The paraffine is then poured off and treated 
with animal charcoal, and then filtered to bring it to the highest degree of 
purity. 

The claim is for the employment in any manner of the sulphuret of 
carbon for the purification of paraffine. 


PROVISIONAL PROTECTION 
HAS BEEN GRANTED FOR THE UNDERMENTIONED PATENTS. 
24,—Josuva Kipp, of 6, Bridge Parade, Bristol, in the co. of Somerset, 
€.E., for “ Improved apparatus for regulating the pressure and supply of 
steam, gas, or other rarified or compressed bodies, and for causing more 
perfect combustion of the gases procured from coal, and increasing the 
heating and illuminating power of the said gases.” Feb. 7, 1858. 
433.—Samvet Bovtron, of 11, Luther Street, Everton, Liverpool, in the 
co. of Lancaster, agent, for “ Obtaining by an improved method certain 
products from materials used in the manufacture or purification of gas.” 
March 4, 1858. 
|} 442.—Nicuotas Common, of Rose Hill, Brighton, in the co. of Sussex, 
'} engineer, for ‘An improved arrangement of water-supply valve.” 
March 5, 1858. 
472.—Wiutt1am Crark, of 53, Chancery Lane, in the co. of Middlesex, 
engineer and patent agent, for “ Improvements in gas-meters.” March 8, 
1858. 





537.—Puiuire Le Capertarn, of Blackfriars Road, London, gas engineer, 
for “‘ Improvements in'dry gas-meters.” March 16, 1858. 


NOTICES HAVE BEEN GIVEN OF INTENTION TO PROCEED 

1 WITH THE UNDERMENTIONED PATENTS. 

{4 ae. —Wasaaans Devon, of 4, Maryland Terrace, Stratford, in the co. of 
Essex, for “An improved self-acting apparatus for flushing water-closets, 

and the means of connecting the same to water-mains, parts of which are 

applicable to the junction of gas or water-pipes generally.’ Nov. 10, 1857. 

|| 8200.—James Lone, of Gorlston, Yarmouth, Norfolk, for “ Improvements 

| tn the construction of sewers, and in the means of discharging the contents 

'} thereof.” Dec. 31, 1857. 

| 184,—Ricuarp ARCHIBALD Broomay, of 166, Fleet Street, in the City 








of London, for “ Improvements in burners for generating and burning gas 
Strom hydrocarbon fluids.” Feb. 1, 1858. 
'| 350.—Witi1aM Jounston, of Glasgow, N.B., for ‘‘ Improvements in appa- 
'\  vatus for regulating or controlling the flow or passage of fluids.” Feb. 23, 
1858. 
i! 394.—Winuras ARMAND Gixsez, of 4, South Street, Finsbury, London, 
for ‘(An improved union-joint for gas, water, and steam-pipes, also ap- 
plicable to the branch pipes of fire-engines.’’ Feb, 27, 1858. 








| 
| Parliamentary Intelligence. 


' 

SCULCOATES AND KINGSTON-UPON-HULL GAS BILL. 

t TuHurspay, Marcu 18. 

| (Group A.—Before the Hon. Mr. Lippett, chairman, and Messrs, PuuKinG- 
, tToN, BotFrieELp, Evans, and T. J. Minter.) 

| Myr. O’Mattey, Q. C.,and Mr. Burke appeared for the promoters, and 
| Mr. Hops Scort, Q.C., and Mr. ArcnipBawp for the Local Board of Health, 
| who were petitioners against the bill. 

Petitions were also presented from the Kingston-upon-Hull Gas Company 
and the Hull Docks Company against the bill, but no counsel appeared to 
support them. 

Ir. O’Mauey said he had the honour to appear with his friend Mr. Burke 

for the promoters of the bill, and would very shortly call the attention of 
the committee to the cireumstances under which their sanction was asked 
| to its provisions. He did not think, as far as the question of the preamble 
; was concerned, it would occupy much time; because, when he came to deal 
| with the petitions which had been presented, it would appear perfectly plain 
that the parties on the other side were not contesting the preamble in the 
| least, although they affected to be doing so. The promoters of this bill were 
_the British Gaslight Company, a company established in 1824 under a deed 
jot settlement, which was the ordinary way in which gas companies at that 
time were established. It started with a large capital for the purpose of 
erecting and carrying on gas-works, and supplying gas to various towns in 
;the United Kingdom. Eventually the amount of capital was limited to 
| £399,000, and the company established stations at Sculcoates, Norwich, Trow- 
| bridge, Holywell, and the Staffordshire Potteries, in England, and at Clon- 
incl, in Ireland, and had now carried on their works for a period of 34 years. 

| Phey were established, as he had stated, under a deed of settlement, and it 
; Was supposed at that time that acompany so formed could always break up 
; the public roads for the purpose of laying down and repairing their mains on 
getting the consent of the trustees or local authorities in whom their 
} ianagement was vested. A short time ago, however, a case came before 
, the superior courts at Westminster, in which it was decided that it was not 
;competent for bodies of that description to confer such a right; and the 
| 'esult was, that every gas company in the country was at once thrown upon 
j the mercy of any individual in the town or district who might choose to 
| prefer an indictment against them for nuisance in obstructing the thorough - 
, fare, although at the time they might be in reality applying a remedy to a 
nuisance by opening the roads, closing the mains, and stopping a leakage. 

| It became, therefore, necessary, until some alteration was madein the general 
| law of the land, for gas companies to make special application to Parliament 
‘or powers, seeing that it was impossible for them to maintain their works 
1 efiiciency and security for any great length of time. Such, indeed, 
was the real object for which this company now came before the House. 
‘a few words, and by the aid of the plans produced, he would endeavour to 
wint out the position occupied by the British Gaslight Company with 
respoct to this locality. There were three natural divisions in the town of 
, tull. The first, which comprised the old borough, was bounded by the Hum- 
’ ‘yon the one side, by the river Hull and harbour on the other, and a line 
j of docks on the other. That portion of the town had been supplied since 
qche year 1822 with gas by an incorporated company under Act of Par 
r 





lament, whose operations had been strictly limited to that district, and were 





not interfered with by any other company, having never extended a foot of 
pipe beyond. That was the old Kingston-upon- Hull Gaslight Company. On | 
the other side of the river Hull was an unimportant, thinly inhabited part of 
the borough, supplied by the Drypool, Sutton, and Southcoates Gas Company, 
about which no question would arise before the committee. The whole of | | 
the rest of the borough was in the parish of Sculcoates, and had been sup- 
plied with gas by the company for which the present application was 
made. It was by far the largest and most populous part of the borough, al- | 
though not the most important in one respect; because the public buildings 
and establishments were for the most part situated within the limits of the | 
old borough to which he had first referred. These three companies, therefore, 
had been hitherto supplying the locality, and had never in any way inter- | 
fered with each other; for, though the Kingston-upon-Hull company took | 
powers in 1822 to light Sculcoates, they had allowed those powers to lie i| 
dormant for a period of 36 years, and had made no attempt whatever to | 
carry their works there. The company which he represented had now so | 
extended their works in that part of the town, that they had not less than | 
about 35 miles of mains running through the parish for the purpose of 
efficiently supplying the requirements of the public, and the demand upon | 
them was constantly increasing 

The CHarrMaN inquired whether he correctly understood that the other | 
company had power to light the whole borough, but had allowed their | 
| 
| 





powers to lie dormant as regarded this portion? : 
Mr. O'Mautey said the Kingston-upon-Hull Company had power to light 
not only the old borough, but the whole of the district which the company 
now applying had been lighting, but they had never exercised their powers || 
beyond the limits of the old borough. The promoters of this bill, by their | 
deed of settlement in 1824, purposed by arrangement to carry their works 
into the old borough, but they had never done so; and each party had con- 
fined their operations within separate districts. For the purpose of carrying | 
on their works, the promoters had purchased about three acres of land at | 
| 





some short distance up the river, just at the limits of the parish of Scul- 
coates, in one of the most convenient places possible for such a manufac- 
tory, quite out of the way of houses, and beyond the habitable part of the | 
parish, so as to be as little nuisance as possible. They had also, from time | 
to time, extended their works to meet the increased demand for their gas. 

Altogether, they had expended somewhat above £70,000 upon the works, | 
which had been for some years, and were still, in progress of enlargement; | 
so that when all the extensions now in hand were fully completed, ~ | 
would be capable of making 810,000 cubic feet of gas per day. They had all 

the modern improvements in operation, and they possessed one great advan- | 
tage derived from the fact that they had a central staff and a central esta- | 
blishment, so that they were able to keep a superintendent engineer of | 
first-rate ability, under whose continual superintendence these works were | 
placed. During all this time they had supplied the public lamps of the | 
borough; and that this was done at a moderate price, would be at once | 
perceived when he stated that, by a section in the Improvement Act for the 

town of Hull, the Board of Health were empowered, if they differed as to/| 
price with any company established within their limits for the supply of, 
gas, to refer the matter to arbitration, so as to ensure to the public a proper 

supply at a fair and reasonable rate. He would venture to say, without the 
slightest fear of being contradicted by any evidence which might be here- 
after adduced, that the conduct of the operations of this company had been | 
such as to give entire satisfaction, not only to the body who now came for- 
ward to oppose them, but to the public at large. With their 35 miles of | 
leading mains, the company had, as a matter of course, a very large number | 
of feeding-pipes running in various directions, and subject to continual | 
accidents and leakage—the slightest accident producing a nuisance, for 

which the company were liable, and, as the law now stood, while liable to | 
be indicted for nuisance arising from escapes of gas, they were also liable 
to be indicted in like manner for endeavouring to remedy the nuisance. 
In fact, they could not open one inch of ground to remove smell or contami- 
nation without incurring the penalties of the law; so that any person owing 
the company a grudge for cutting off his gas, in consequence of his being in 
arrear, might go to the quarter session, and prefer a bill against them for 
interfering with the highways, and they would be unable to defend them- 
selves. It was perfectly clear that such a state of things could not be 
allowed to continue. 

The CuarrMan said that that was the position of all gas companies which 
had not a special Act of Parliament. 

Mr. O'MALLey said no doubt it was, and the consequence was, that these 
companies, since the decision was given in the Sheftield case, were coming 
up to Parliament in shoals to obtain the necessary powers to carry on their 
works unmolested. Some of these companies were situated in small places, 
and tothem the expense of a private Act of Parliament was a great burthen, | 
and they therefore tried to get on as well as they could without it; but, in a} 
large number of cases, they preferred to incur the cost than to be without | 
the power so essential to their efficient working. So great had been the | 
number of such applications, and so admitted was the concession of the! 
powers they required, and that bills of this kind were proper bills, that. 
the Legislature had passed a general Act, which was incorporated in, | 
them all. 

Mr. ArontpaLp: That Act was passed before the decision in the Shef- || 
field case. 

Mr. O'MAtiey: His friend reminded him that this Act had previous] 
received the sanction of the Legislature, which was no doubt the fact. All) 
he meant to say was, that so common were such applications to Parlia- | 
ment as the present, that a general Act was passed in 1847 for the regula- | 
tion of all gas companies which applied for incorporation. The provisions 
of that Act were introduced into every bill that was passed, and laid the 
companies under many wholesome restrictions and stringent obligations. 
The general title under which that Act was cited was, “The Gas Clauses 
Act, 1847.” It was the 10th Vic., c 15; and its full title was “ An Act 
for consolidating in one, certain provisions usually contained in Acts au- 
thorizing the making of gas-works for supplying towns with gas.” The 
promoters of the present bill really asked at the hands of the committee 
nothing more than that they should be allowed to range themselves under 
the protection, and should submit themselves to the obligations, of that 
general Act of Parliament. He did not think it necessary that he should 
make many remarks upon the preamble of the bill, which simply stated 
that it was just and expedient that parliamentary powers should be granted 
to the company for maintaining their existing works, &c. He ought, how- 
ever, to say that, though by the company’s deed of settlement they were 
allowed to go into the old borough, yet as they had never put any works 
there, they did not propose now to take powers to extend their operations 
there at all; they confined themselves to their present limits, asking only in 
addition that they might be at liberty to take in a small rural district 
marked on the map (the parish of Cottingham), which was very conve- 
niently situated for the laying down of the company’s mains. 
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The CHAIRMAN inquired whether the legislative powers of the other 
company were strictly confined within the limits of the old borough? 

Mr. O’Mauey said they were not; they extended over the whole district, 
but they had never exercised those powers. The promoters of the present 
pill not only required powers for the maintenance of existing works, but to 
enable them to supply the rapidly-increasing wants of the public in a dis- 
trict not hitherto supplied, but where extensive building operations weregoing 
on. He would now call attention to the only petitions which were actually 
before the committee, because the only ones in which appearances had been 
entered. The first of these was the petition of the Kingston-upon-Hull Gas- 
light Company, but they did not appear by counsel. The only ground of 
objection which they urged was this: “ That the said bill contains provi- 
sions which are injurious to the rights and interests of your petitioners, 
inasmuch as it enables the British Gaslight Company to exercise the powers 
conferred upon them by the said bill within the limits of the Act of Parlia- 
ment of your petitioners, and thereby conferred upon them.” But this 
the promoters had done for a period of 34 years, and he thought it was pru- 
dent for the petitioners not to appear by counsel, because, as it appeared to 
him, the committee would not allow them, under the circumstances, to be 
heard. Upon this petition, therefore, he would say no more than that he could 
not at all understand what object was contemplated byit. The remaining 
petition emanated from the Local Board of Health, and it complained “ that 
the bill, as now framed, would not secure to your petitioners and the public 
the reasonable advantages to which they conceive they are entitled in re- 
gard to the supply of gas to the said town and borough, nor sufficiently 
regulate and control the powers of the said company.” Now, what it was 
that these people considered themselves entitled to, it was difficult to say; 
but the clause he had read let out the whole object of the petition, which 
was this:—Seeing the state of the law rendered it necessary for the com- 
pany to obtain parliamentary powers, the Board of Health were anxious to 
take advantage of that necessity, and make themselves an exception to the 
general law of the land, and secure privileges which he would venture to 
say the committee would be of opinion would be very unfair to confer upon 
them—privileges which were utterly at variance with the provisions of the 

eneral Act of Parliament to which he had alluded. The committee would 

d that this was not a petition against the preamble of the bill at all; it 
had been framed without the slightest idea of contesting the preamble, and 
with a view only to clauses, though perhaps the parties presenting it had 
changed their minds during the appointment of the committee, and had mus- 
tered up courage since the adjournment to oppose the preamble. Should 
they succeed in their endeavour, he believed that there was no body of men 
in the kingdom who would have so much cause sincerely to regret the de- 
feat of the company as the parties now opposing, because they had the 
deepest possible interests in the matter. When he told the committee of 
the large number of mains which the company had running through the 
borough, the contract which existed for the supply of the public lamps, and 
that there were no means at present existing by which any other supply 
could be afforded to this part of the district, they would see how much it 
was to the interest of the corporation to promote the company’s bill in 
every possible way. There was one very curious allegation in the petition. 
It stated, “ That it is inexpedient that powers tending to monopoly should 
be conferred upon a company who have no community of interest with the 
said town, and are beyond the reach of local influences; and that provision 
ought to be made that the said bill do not exclude or prejudice any other 
company or persons who may be willing to supply gas within the said town 
or borough.” But this applied only to clauses, and had nothing to do with 
the preamble; and, no doubt, the petitioners had been well advised by their 
counsel that this bill,in its present form, would not prevent any other 
company from having the right to go into the district. They urged that 
the powers sought “tended to monopoly,” whereas, in truth, it was just the 
reverse, for there was another company in the place, close by them, carry- 
ing out their operations under an Act of Parliament, which this bill in no 
way interfered with. As to there being “ no community of interest,” it did 
not appear that there was any reason for urging this; the company were 
quite willing to allot shares to any persons residing in the locality when they 
came to ask for them, and they had offered to do so over and over again. 
He did not know that the town would be better served by a company com- 
posed of some few of its inhabitants than by strangers; and he was sure that 
the local influence attained by the former was often exerted in a manner 
which the latter could not be chargeable with. It was, in fact, rather an 
advantage in the case of this company, and should be looked upon asa qua- 
lification, that, from having works in various parts of the kingdom, they 
were enabled to secure the services of a more efficient engineering staff— 
the expense being divided between the several stations—than they could 
afford to sess as a mere local company. Small local companies were 
obliged to call in, at considerable expense, the services of eminent engineers, 
when they wanted any particular assistance, which this company did not 
require to do. Although, under their deed of settlement, they were a 
general company, there were separate accounts kept for each locality in 
which their works were established, so that the exact amount of busi- 
ness done at each could be ascertained; and they were now seeking for 


y 


}|a separate Act of Parliament for this particular locality, and not for a 


general one, to go where they liked. They had expended a large amount 
of money at Hull, and they were naturally desirous to have powers to 
maintain their works in a place where they had hitherto been sole occu- 
pants of the ground, and had had the exclusive supply. 


The CuarrMAn inquired whether there was any provision in the bill by 
which the accounts of the company would be subject to inspection? 


Mr. O’MAtLey replied that, at the present moment, there was no power 
under the deed of settlement for any person to do so; but, when the com- 
pany came under the provisions of the General Gas Act, they would be 
subject to a most stringent clause, by which access could be obtained at all 
times to the accounts of the company, to ascertain their exact position in 
reference to the district supplied. The Board of Health might themselves 
examine into the matter at any moment, and see the state of their proceed- 
ings. Then they would also be limited in the amount of the capital they 
could expend upon the works, in the amount of dividend they could declare, 
and also subject to various other stringent regulations. The promoters of 
this bill were just doing what the United General Gas Company did last 
year, which ey was established on principles pretty nearly the same 
as the British Gaslight Company, and had also found it necessary to apply 
to Parliament for powers to protectthem. These were the only two allega- 
tions in the petition to which he felt it necessary to advert, and would only 
say further, that it asked for the insertion of a variety of clauses in the 
bill, the upshot of which was to create an exception to the General Act in 
favour of the Local Board of Health. These could be well left till the com- 
mittee came to consider clauses, and, in the meantime, he would call before 
them a witness or two to show the way in which the company had done 





business. He trusted as the result, that no sufficient reason would be see | 
to exist against the amg | of the bill. | 
Mr. William Wyatt Wynne, examined by Mr. Burke. j 
I have been the secretary of the British Gaslight Company during the | 
last four years. For two years previously I was their book-keeper, and for , 
nineteen years before that a clerk in their employ. I am, therefore, pretty 
intimately acquainted with their affairs. 
1824 under a deed of settlement, which I now produce. It is an ordinary | 
partnership deed, constituting the company as an association for lighting’ 
any town in the kingdom wherever they can find it profitablétodoso. Re-| 
cently the company have taken advantage of the Act of Parliament calleé , 
the Limited Liability Act, and have been incorporated under its provisions. | 
The original capital proposed was £1,000,000, which was afterwards reduced, | 
at a special meeting of the proprietors called for the purpose in 1829, te | 
15,000 shares instead of 20,000, of the nominal value of £20, instead of £50; 
thus making the capital £300,000. They reserved to themselves the right | 
to raise an additional sum of £500,000, if required, by the issue of new | 
shares, but they have not exercised that power. The total number of old 
shares issued was 9320, of which 8500 have been called up in full at £20; 
per share, giving £170,000. Upon the others £10 per share has beer | 
paid, making the total paid-up capital £178,200. The proposed capital | 
has not, therefore, been raised by the difference between that sums} 
and £300,000. The deed of settlement gave no power to raise 
money on mortgage, and we have no mortgage debt whateyer. 
ance of the object of that deed, the company proceeded to erect works st 
Sculcoates; at Holywell, in Flintshire; at Trowbridge, in Wiltshire; in the | 
Staffordshire Potteries; at Norwich ; and at Clonmell, in Ireland. The, 
works at Sculcoates were erected in 1824 or 1825, and opened in the latter 
part of 1825, or beginning of 1826. It has been the habit of the company | 
to keep separate accounts of the receipts and expenditure at each stativoa, | 
so that they are able to show the exact position of each. The total capitai | 
expended at Sculcoates is £71,624. It was not all laid out at once, but has} 
been spent, from time to time, to meet the requirements of the public. 1; 
has been the special effort of the company to meet the demands made em 
them for the expenditure of additional capital, and they have met those re- 
quirements to the fullest extent possible. Their works are very conveni- 
ently situated, and in a position where they cannot become a nuisance t; 
adjoining property. They are two miles and a half from the town, and | 
have the advantage of a river frontage for the supply of coals and the ‘ze- 
moval of residual products. A site more advantageous could not be selevtad | 
for the erection of gas-works. They are in a very efficient condition, ané 
the company are now laying out a considerable sum of money in their ex- 


' 


largement. When we commenced the supply of gas to Sculcoates, the prise } | 
was 12s. 6d. per 1000, the demand then being comparatively small. ithe || 
the increase of consumption there has been a corresponding decrease im!! 
price, and we now charge 4s. 6d. per 1000. We hold our position at the will | | 


of the authorities having charge of the public thoroughfares, and by their 
permission we have from time to time laid down our mains, as we have se 
parliamentary powers under which we can open the roads. 

By the CommirrrE: With respect to the price charged, there are two ar 
three exceptions where we allow discounts to very large consumers. 

By Mr. Burke: We use South Yorkshire coal principally in the mane- 
facture of gas—one kind of coal only. It is the same kind of gas as that 
supplied by the other companies. We have adopted all the modern im- 
provements in manufacturing gas and for purifying it. The company is 
managed by a board of directors in London, and they have a staff of 
officers, comprising a superintending engineer and a local manager at each 
station except Hull, which is the residence of the chief engineer. The 
affairs of the company are in a healthy condition. Whenever we have re- 
quired capital for the extension of our works it has been obtained from our 
shareholders most readily. No new shares have been issued, but am 
additional issue of old shares, chiefly among existing shareholders, has been 
made from time to time as additional funds have been needed. In ether 
towns except Hull some of the inhabitants have readily availed themselves 
of the offer of the company to take up shares. [am aware that by the 
Gas Clauses Act, which is proposed to be incorporated in this bill, the 
dividends of the company are limited to 10 per cent. 
reached that maximum hitherto; the highest dividend we have ever paid 
being 7 per cent. That was realized, not when prices were high, but when 
the business was largely increased and reductions had been gradualty 
made. In the first year of the company’s operations at Sculcoates they did 
not divide anything. The first dividend was paid in the year 1830, and the 
amount was 2 per cent.; subsequently we reached 5, then 5}, and the largest 
we have ever divided in any one year was 7 guineas per cent., which was 
reduced by a call of £1 per share to 7 per cent., and it has remained at that 
for the last two years. My answer has reference to the general dividend 
derived from the profits of all the stations. The rate of expenditure at 
Sculcoates during the last twenty years has been about £1600 annually, 
which has been necessitated to meet the extension of buildings. The im- 
creased demand for gas is still going on; I am not sufficiently acquainted 
with the locality to be able to say whether the buildings are much on the 
increase. I think, however, it would be wise to calculate upon as large-an 
annual expenditure during the next as in the last twenty years. Iam well 
acquainted with the decision in the Sheflield case, the effect of which ia, 
that though a company has not power to lay down pipes except with.the! 
consent of the local authorities, it is es¢ablished that even they have mo 
right to give it. Ido not think it would be safe for our company, in sucha 
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district as we now light, and with such a capital as we have, to remain em 
such terms, and that is the special reason for the directors making this 
application to Parliament. Should the bill pass, they will for the first time 
be brought under the provisions of the Gas Clauses Act, which was framed 
not only for the purpose of giving the necessary protection to gas compa- 
nies, but to secure the interests of private consumers. 

Cross-examined by Mr. ArcuIBALp: I am not aware that there has besa 
any prejudice against the company since the decision in the Sheffield gas 
case, or that there has been any threat about interfering with the lay ing 
down of their mains. The principal restriction in the Gas Clauses Act 
under which we shall come, is the one by which the dividends are limited 
to 10 per cent. At present we have never exceeded 7 per cent. The deai- 
sion in the Sheffield case is the principal reason for this application. Hitherte 
we have obtained permission from the Board of Health to lay down eur 
mains; we have never had a refusal on their part. I am aware that it is 
stated they have the entire control over the streets, but I have heard dontés 
expressed as to their rights in the soil. I was not aware that they had 
powers to light the town themselves. At the time the price of gas was me- 
duced to 4s. 6d., | was book-keeper to the company. It was in the year 
1854. There was no threat of a competing company at that period. Ibave 
heard that Mr. Stears was in negotiation with the Board of Health to suppily 
gas much cheaper than we were doing it, but I believe there was no actual am- 
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tention todo so. The reason for our lowering the price was, that we thought 
we should increase the business, and also because the London price was 
||down to 4s. Since then the business has increased as we expected, but I 
|| cannot give you the particulars. The total rental of the company in Seul- 
coates at the present time from public and private lighting is £18,500 a 
year. I cannot tell what it was on Dec. 31, 1853. 

The Cuamman: Is it necessary to go into these particulars? ; 

Mr. ArcuiBap: I think it is necessary, as I have to ask the witness 
several questions upon them. : 

Mr. O'Mauuey: It is really a matter affecting clauses only, and might 
come on at a future stage. . 

The CuarrmAn: Is there a clause in the bill providing a maximum 
price? 

Mr. O’MAttey: Yes, there is. ; 

The CuairmMan: Under those circumstances, then, we need not go into 
this question Ne i" 

Witness (having referred to the accounts) said the rental in 1853 was 
£9776. 

Cross-examination resumed: I have not estimated the price of coal and 
|| the cost of manufacture; it is not my department to do so. I am aware of 
the price at which the company are szlling gas; it is 4s. 6d. per 1000. 
Under special agreement with the largest consumer in Hull, they are 
charging him 3s. 94. You will get from the engineer the particulars as to 
the standard of illuminating power, but I can give you an opinion upon it. 
It is in the books of the station, and we have a tabular statement sent up, 
which shows tle illuminating power to be equal to 13 candles sperm. To 
the second largest consumers, the Kingston Cotton Company, we charge 4s. 
per 1000. Their account is about £300 a year. The railway company are 
| supplied at 3s. 9d. The British Gaslight Company have spent upon their 
|| works in Hull £71,624, which includes a sum of £21,000 appropriated out of 
| profits; the remainder was the capital expended in construction. The divi- 
dend of 7 per cent. was a dividend upon the whole capital of the company 
expended in all their stations. I have not gone back through the whole 
period to ascertain the fact, but I believe about 9 per cent. is the dividend 








which was £5500. { have included that sum in the estimate of the capital 
of the company. The experience we have had during the last 35 years 
proves that the chief expense of supplying gas is not at an end when the 
| mains are laid down. 

| By the Commirrer: The price charged to the corporation for the public 
lights is £4 per light for batswing burners consuming 5 feet. I have not 
estimated how much per 1000 feet that would amount to. We have kept 
separate accounts for all the stations. 

Re-examined by Mr. Burke: I am not aware that the Board of Health 
have the power to light the public thoroughfares. Taey have threatened 
to withhold permission to us to open the roads, unless we came under their 
terms. 

By Mr. ArcuipaLp: The threat was that, unless we lighted at their 
price, they would withhold power to open the streets. That was in 1853 
or 1854. 

By Mr. Berke: It was made by a deputation from the Board of Health, 
comprising Mr. Wells, Mr. Bannister, and Mr. Thompson, who met the 
directors in London, and stated that possibly the board were not aware that 
they had supreme power over the soil, and could make them take up their 
pipes in Hull and Sculcoates. They were then asking us to concede a price 
far below what we were supplying at. 

By the CommirrEeE: The price they wanted the company to supply the 
public lamps at was £3. 10s. They also required us to light half-lights at 
half-price. 

The CHarrMAN: We are not quite au /uit at these matters; perhaps you 
will tell us what half-lights are? 

Mr. Burke: There are what are called batswing burners, which consume 
about 5 feet per hour; and there are what are called half-lights, consisting 
of a single jet of gas, which consume as estimated only one-half of the 
former, but which we shall show consume a great deal more. 

Re-examination continued: When we reduced the price in 1854 there 
was no competing company forming or already in existence. At all times 
the existing Hull Company have had power under their Act of Parliament 
of competing with us, and when this bill is passed they will still have the 
power. We propose that under no circumstance, whatever may be the price 
of coal or the cost of labour, we shall be able to charge more than 5s, per 
1000. Without the bill we can charge whatever we like. In every instance 
that we have reduced the price of gas we have increased our business, 
though we have not always increased our profits in the same proportion. 
The bill proposes that we shall never be able to divide upon our present 
capital more than 10 per cent., and upon any new capital we may acquire 
more than 74 per cent. As to the charge of 3s. 9d. per 1000 to the railway 
and 4s. to a wholesale customer, it is quite a usual thing with gas companies 
‘| to do so; because in such cases there is no cost of collection, no risk of bad 
debts, and the supply is given with less waste. According to the last return 
sent up, 13 candles is the highest illuminating power of our gas; but it 
varies. We propose by this bill to adopt as a minimum the same standard 
as in other Acts of Parliament. We do not seek to capitalize the £21,000 
| {expended by us in Hull, out of profits. The limit we propose to our capital 
| is £57,624, instead of £70,000 which we have actually invested in the works. 
Our dividends have been pai# upon the reduced amount specified in our 
bill, although the public have had the advantage of the additional capital 

expended. 

Ir. GALLAND, a solicitor, said he appeared on behalf of the Kingston- 
||upon-Hull Gas Company, and desired to put a few questions to the 
‘| witness. 

The CnatrMAn ruled that he was altogether out of order in attempting 
to do so after the re-examination. If it were allowed, it would prolong the 
investigation ad infinitum. 

Mr. O’MALtey said he objected to its being done now, and when the time 
came in which the solicitor was in order, he would submit to the committee 
that the Kingston-upon-Hull Gas Company had no locus standi before them 

Mr. Charles Copland, jun., examined by Mr. BuRKE. 

Iam by profession a civil engineer, and am the engineer-in-chief of the 
British Gaslight Company. My principal residence is at Huil. I have the 
|; Superintendence of the works there, and the general superintendence of the 
|| company’s works wherever established. I have resided in Hull since the 
latter part of September, 1854, previous to which I was in the company’s 
employ as secretary and engineer. [Witness pointed out on a map the 
locality of the company’s works, the limits of the district at present sup- 
og and also the district to which the bill would confine their operations. ] 

e have supplied gas in the district for upwards of 30 years, during the 
whole of which time we have never been interfered with by any competing 
company. The extent of our mains at present is close upon 35 miles. They 











attributable to Hull. We have about 28 acres of land there, the cost of 
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| to double their present capacity without much cost. We are constantly 
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have gradually increased year by year, and they extend to within about 300 
yards of the borough boundary on the Beverley Road, towards the parish of | 
Cottingham. The supply of gas to the inhabitants of that district is a great 
convenience, and it tends to improve the rents of the houses; and the num- | 
ber of consumers is gradually increasing. The population of the company’s 


| district in 1881 was 27,000, and now it is 54,000. Our-works are very ex. | 


tensive, and they are most conveniently situated. They are adequate to a| 


| supply much beyond what is at.present required, and-we are making addi- | 


tions to them. We have completed a new retort-house and purifying appa- | 


| ratus. At present we have 128 retorts, which are capable of manufacturing | 


upwards of 300,000 feet of gas per day; when all is finished we can make | 
360,000 feet. We have three gasholders capable of containing 273,000 cubic | 
feet. Two of them are telescopic, and therefore susceptible of enlargement 


obliged to be taking up our old mains, and laying down larger ones. The 
capacity of our largest main at present is 12 inches, but we are prepared to 
lay one 16 inches in diameter. We find that the Board of Health are con- 
stantly requiring us to lay down mains for their accommodation. We have 
laid down nearly 2000 yards per annum for them since I have been there. 
I have every reason to believe, from past experience, that in years to come 
we shall have to go on laying down additional mains, for which it will be 
necessary to have additional capital at command. I estimate the probable 
outlay of the company, in the next 20 years, at not less than £42,000. The | 
illuminating power of our gas is of a very fair quality. We do not use | 
cannel; we could not do it at the price, the cost of carriage being a very 

heavy item. We use South Yorkshire coal, the same as the other com- 

panies. The average yield is 8700 feet per ton, and the average quality 123 | 
sperm candles of 120 grains. The illuminating power varies constantly; it | 
has been up to 14}, and as low as 10, though we endeavour to preserve | 
uniformity. I donot know the standard of gas in the City of London. I think | 
the minimum standard of 10 candles, looking to the quality of the coal we | 
use, is a fair one; and by our bill we propose to subject ourselves to fine if 
it is not equal to that. The standard of sperm is higher than that of wax; 

I believe that 10 sperm would be equal to 12 wax. We afford a day and | 
night pressure, keeping the mains constantly charged. Our price to the| 
public is 4s. 6d. per 1000. Ido not think it would be safe to be limited to | 
that as a maximum, because we have no control over the principal articles | 
used in the manufacture of gas, viz., coal, iron, and labour. I do not think | 
the additional 6d. per 1000, which we propose as the maximum, is an un-| 
reasonable one. Compared with other towns similarly situated, and taking 

into account the price we pay for coals and get for coke, together with the | 
extent of the manufacture, our present priceislow. We do not find a ready | 
sale for coke—it is very bad indeed; and this is a material element in esti-| 
mating the price of gas. Last winter the price of coke in London was lds. 
per chaldron, while in Hull we got upon an average 5s. only. We hada 
very dull sale, and were obliged to dispose of a large quantity at 4s. 6d. 

By the Cuarxman: The coke produced in the manufacture of gas is not 
equal to that produced in ovens for the use of the railways. The latter 
undergoes a very different operation, which lasts four days, while we do not 
profess to burn ours more than six hours. The yield in the former is 
about 75 per cent. of the coal, and ours is not above 50 per cent., and it 
is not at all suitable for railway purposes. 

By Mr. Burke: The company charge for the public lamps £4 each per 
annum, for which sum they find lamp-posts, services, and fittings. The 
consumption of each lamp would be at least 20,000 cubic feet a year, ac- 
cording to the number of hours lighted: We contract to supply them during 
4000 hours, and our charge includes painting the posts, repairing the lanterns, 
and the lamplighters’ wages. Reckoning 10 per cent. upon the outlay for 
lamp-posts, lanterns, &c., and 10s.43d. each for lamplighters’ wages, it leaves 
us about £3. 1s. for 20,000 cubic feet of gas, which is a little in excess of 3s. 
per 1000. Ido not consider that that is a profitable return for the company, 
taking into consideration the interest on plant and works, &c. I do not 
think that, after allowing the same rate of expenses as upon the private 
lamps, it yields any profit at all. For the halt-lights, which consist of a 
single jet of gas,the charge is £2 perannum. There are the same expenses 
upon them as upon the full lights, except that a large proportion of them 
are brackets, but I have made allowances for that. They consume more 
than one-half as much gas as the batswing burners, and I consider that, by 
comparison, they are not so advantageous to the company. We have'the| 
same expense in keeping them in repair, &c., and the leakage in both cases 
is equal. I have taken steps to ascertain the fact, and I find that our 
charge for public lights is not in excess of other towns. If we had no 
private consumption, we had better leave the town immediately. Taking 
it for granted that we get 3s. and a fraction per 1000 for the gas supplied 
to the batswing burners, I reckon that we get less than 2s. per 
1000 for the half-lights. I have considered the provisions of the Gas 
Clauses Act, and I consider them quite essential to the operations of this 
company. Without them it is impossible with any safety to our capital to 
carry on the works. Generally speaking, the effect will be, that if this 
bill passes we shall have power to open the streets, to lay down and repair 
our mains, subject to the inspection of the Board of Health: it will give 
them power, if we do not do it to their satisfaction, to fine us; the illumi- 
nating power of our gas will be defined, and our price. and dividends will 
be limited. 

By the Cuatrman: The Board of Health have power to compel us to lay 
down mains for the supply of whatever public lamps they require lighting. 
Though this is the case, as we now stand, damages may be enforced 
against us by any person feeling himself injured by the necessary obstruc- 
tion in the thoroughfares. 

Mr. ArcuiBALD: That is a very doubtful question, where the pavements 
are so entirely under the control of the Board of Health. The Sheffield 
case was one in which there was no Board of Health in.the district. If the 
Board of Health had power over the pavements, the soil was vested in them; 
and they could delegate that power to others, who would certainly not be 
liable to indictment for exercising it. No doubt, in ordinary eases, the 
surveyors of roads had no right to:break up the pavements, or to authorize 
any one to lay down pipes, or do.any other thing which might.constitute 
a nuisance; but the answer of the witness must not he taken as conclusive, 
for it was a very doubtful question, to say the least. He would contend, 
when the time came for him to do so, that the Board of Health had the 
power. : 

The Cuairnman: The witness distinctly states that it is so. 

Witness : After having been empowered by the Board of Health, we have 
been compelled to remove pipes from the streets at the demand of private 
individuals. ae 

Mr. Burke said the Sheffield case had been received as law since it was 
given, and Acts of Parliament had been passed in consequence of it in every 
session subsequently. . 

Mr. ArcurBaLp said he did not deny the Sheffield case, but only wished 
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to guard his friend against founding a conclusion upon it in the present 
instance. 

"Cnascuiealiiel by Mr. Ancu1BALp: I have compared the price charged 
by us for the public lamps with London, and especially with towns sur- 
rounding our district —Wakefield, Lincoln, and Leicester—and on that com- 
parison I say it is low. In these towns they are at the rate of 4s., 4s. 2d., and 
8s. 9d. per 1000 by meter. We have ascertained by five distinct experiments 
upon the whole of the lamps in the district that the consumption is at least 
20,000 feet. The first trial was on the 1st of February last. We then 
| proved that the consumption was 5:74 feet per hour, at a pressure of 
|12-10ths. I satisfied myself on that point, as it is an important one. That 


from two to five o’clock in the morning. It does not include the leakage of 
the whole of the mains of our system. I allow 10 per cent. for that. Our 
average pressure would be 18-10ths. At the time I speak of almost all 
the private consumers were off; and it was at a part of the week when we 
knew that very few—not more than half-a-dozen—private lamps were 
‘alight in the district. We made five experiments between Feb. 13 and last 
Saturday, and I found that the average consumption of the — lamps is 
over six feet per hour. That is since the bill was projected and the oppo- 
sition threatened. I get the number of hours (4000) during which the 
lamps are lighted from a calculation of the number between sunset and 
sunrise, and we light as nearly as possible from one toe the other. I can 
positively state that the number of hours exceeds 3600. I have not heard 
that Mr. Watson, the former manager of the company, estimated it at that. 
In my calculation of the expenses of the public lamps I do not include 
interest upon the cost of mains, but upon the lamp-posts, lanterns, and 
fittings. 1 presume that when the profits are ascertained for the purpose 
of a dividend, the whole of the expenses of management throughout the 
districts supplied by the company are taken into account. I believe those 
expenses are less than if they had only one district. We have a super- 
intendent and manager of the works at each of the other stations. We have 
not many travelling expenses. We keep the works in order by corre- 
‘spondence. We have statements of averages sent up. Our mains go nearly 
‘to the boundary of our district, but I do not consider that the greatest 
; ammount of our outlay has been already incurred, judging from the number 
| of additional mains we have to lay every year. We have laid mains up to 
the boundary of Sculcoates and Myton, but it would involve considerable 
| expense to supply Bridgehouse. We have had to take up old mains and 
| lay down new ones of larger size in some places, as the consumption has in- 
| creased; in others we have not. It would be impossible for me to say how 
| often we have done so. In Church Street we increased the size of the 
| main from eight to ten inches. That was before my time. Those done 
since are so trivial as to be not worth mentioning. We have now just got 
|our consumption balanced, and if it increases we shall be forced into a 
large increase of mains. It would not have been the most economical 
course, in our case, to have laid down large mains at first. As the houses 
increase in the outlying districts it will have to be done, and we shall re- 
quire to raise capital according to our business. We have never refused to 
|Jay down mains at the request of the Board of Health during my time. 1 
am not aware that an application was made to do so at Spring ag and 
declined. We use clay retorts, which are considered more economical in 
producing gas. The production of each per day varies according to the coal 
employed. We principally use Silkstone coal, the average price of which at 
the works last year was 10s. a ton, delivered into store. We have good 
wharfage for facilitating its delivery. We do not use a large proportion of 
Barnsley coal; we use Newcastle coal sometimes. The average of the whole 
was 10s, Coals in London are much dearer, but the cost of manufacturing 
gas does not depend solely upon the price of that article, but also upon the 
price you get for residual products. We have sold coke at 4s. 6d. per 
chaldron, though from small customers we have received 6s. I am not 
aware that the illuminating power of gas in London is much higher than 
123 candles. 

The CuarmMan: This is really not essential. 

By Mr. ArcuisaLp: The net cost of gas in our gasholders is very little 
under 3s.—without allowing anything for the interest of capital invested. 

A letter written by Mr. Watson, the former manager in 1854, was handed 
to witness to read. It stated that the cost of gas to the company into the 
gasholder, including all expenses of the manufacture, but not allowing any- 
thing for wear and tear, was 1s. 10d. per 1000; and that, with such improve- 
ments as might be introduced, it could be manufactured at Is. 6d. 


Cross-examination resumed: Mr.'Watson was the former manager, but he 
had had no experience before entering the company’s works. The expense 
of manufacture depends upon the illuminating power. As a gas engineer, I 
say that it is not a fact that gas could ’be’ mace at Hull for 2s. per 1000 into 
the gasholder, nor for 2s. 2d., taking the fair charges against it. We use an 
exhauster. It is rendered necessary by the increased use of clay retorts, 
but we get an extra yield per ton. I made an estimate for the public lamps, 
calculating their consumption at 5 cubic feet per hour. The Phoenix Gas 
Company have never used entirely the same coal. I believe their production 
is upwards of 9000 feet per ton, which is a fair yield, considering that they 
use a large quantity of Newcastle coal. 

Another letter-was handed to witness to read. It was one addressed by 
himself, in 1854, to the Board of Health, and stated that the company were 
prepared to contract for the public lampsat tlie rate of £3. 15s. each for three 

ears, or £3. 10s. each for ten years, on the understanding that they were to 

ave prompt payment, or be allowed to charge interest if the account was 
in arrear. It also.expressed, on behalf of the directors of the company, 
their regrets that upwards of £3000 was due to them from the board for 
arrears on past supply. 

Witness said, at the time that letter was written the prices of coals and 
coke were much ‘better than they are at present, and there were certain 
circumstances forced upon the directors which led to their making so low 
an offer. 

The CuarrmANn thought that a great portion of this examination would 
be fruitless. When they came to discuss clauses, it would have to be gone 
over again. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD submitted that the question of price was one involved in 
the preamble. 

The Cnairman said, if the learned counsel stretched a point, he might 
Say everything was involved in the preamble. All his objection was to the 
> amg of matters which must be gone over again when they came to 

jauses, 

_ Cross-examination continued: In laying down mains, we have laid them 
into sewers. I asked for leave todo so. I saw the surveyor myself, and 
asked him to be present when I did it: I gave notice to the board that we 
Were going to interfere with certain streets; it is usual for us to do so. I 
Will not undertake to say we have done so in every instance. 


Re-examined by Mr. Burke: If we have not always done so before, we 
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| 
shall be legally compelled to do it when this bill is passed, and we shall | 
be subject to the control of the Local Board; so that the passing of the bill 
will be an absolute boon to them. 

By Mr. ArcniBaLp: We carbonize upwards of 7000 tons of coal a year. | 
The experiments I referred to were made at the lowest pressure, viz.,| 
12-10ths, the average pressure being 18-10ths. I found the consumption | 
was upwards of five feet per hour; so that, assuming we lighted from sunset 
to sunrise, say 4000 hours during the year, the consumption per burner | 
would be 20,000 feet. Wecalculated upon a less quantivy, to arrive at a fair} 
The expenses of the company are not, as suggested, greater in conse- | 
If they had only one, they must | 
have a separate officer for each duty. In reference to taking up mains, it | | 
often happens, from unforeseen circumstances, that we are obliged to take ap| 
smaller and lay down larger ones. It would be for the interest of the com- | | 
pany to do that as economically as possible. The cost of gas at the works | 
is something less than 3s. per 1000. Mr. Watson was the company’s ma- | | 
nager in 1854. At the time he wrote the letter produced, he had been at | 
the works about seven months. He was 21 or 22 years of age. It is a fact} 
that under his management there was a deficit in the stock of coals of up-|/| 
wards of 900 tons. In 1854 we offered to take the public lamps at £3. 15s. 
on a three years’ contract, or £3. 10s. on a ten years’ contract. I have no 
hesitation in saying that that was done, not on the supposition of making a 
profit, but to retain our business, there being then a threat held out of our 
being compelled to take up our pipes. The Board of Health were talking of 
erecting gas-works of their own, and they had a bill before Parliament at 
that time for taking the necessary powers. In their existing Act they have 
the power to refer the matter to arbitration, if we charge exorbitantly. 

Mr. Janes Oldham, examined by Mr. Burke. 

I am a civil engineer, and a resident in Myton, which is a district lighted 
by this company. From my professional avocations I am competent to give 
an opinion as to the efficiency of the company’s works. As a consumer of || 
gas I am _ perfectly satisfied with the way in which their business is con- 
ducted. From my first knowledge of the company, I have always con- 
sidered that there was a desire on their parts to meet the requirements of 
the public in every respect. The pressure maintained is sufficient for — 
purpose, and the illuminating power of the gas is generally very good. 
The works are well situated, and fully adequate to the supply of the district 
comprised in the bill I have had an opportunity of going through them 
during the past week or two, and of examining the new erections to meet 
the increased demand. I agree with what the last witness has said as to 
the future probable wants of the district; and I think that if the company: 
do not obtain powers to increase their capital accordingly, some one else 
will do it. I think, upon the whole, that the public will be benefited by 
their taking these powers; and I would rather see them do it than another 
company come in and break up the streets. I think the present bill, by 
which the company come under the general law, is a just and reasonable 
one. Their present price of gas is 4s. 6d., and I do not consider it at all 
unfair that they should have theright, under some circumstances, to charge 
an additional 6d. as a maximum; especially as in the old town, which is a 
small district, the price is 4s. 6d. and in the Sutton and Drypoo] district 
it is 5s. 6d., and, up to August last, was Gs. I think, upon the whole, the 
consumers are satisfied, though some, perhaps, would like a lower charge. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Horr Scorr: I went to the company's works to 
see what had been done to increase their capacity, and I come here to speak 
from my professional knowledge, and as a consumer, on behalf of the com- | 

any. I say that perhaps some persons desire a lower price for gas, because 

know that the price of an article, and not the quality, is frequently re- 
garded. Iam not aware that there has been a very numerously signed 
petition presented in favour of a reduction of price. No such petition was) 
presented to me for signature. | 
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The Cuairnman: This is the first allusion we have had to it. Is that pe- 
tition before us? 

Mr. Hore Scorr: It isthe petition of the Board of H 
by 600 inhabitants of the district. 

Mr. Burke: Paid for by the Board of Health? 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Paid for by the Guardian Society of Hull. These things 
would more properly come upon our evidence, but the question having been 
put, I may state thus much. 

The committee having expressed an opinion that any further evidence of | 
the kind already tendered would more properly be taken when they came ta} 
the consideration of clauses, | 

Mr. Burke said he was prepared to risk the case without calling 
other witness. 

The committee then adjourned. 


ealth, which is signed | 


ad 


Fripay, Marcu 19. 

The committee re-assembled this day at tweive o’clock—the Hon. Mr. 
LippELt in the chair. ’ 

Mr. Oldham was recalled, and inanswer to Mr. Lurks, said: I went down | 
to the company’s works entirely at my own expense to examine the state | 
they were in, in order that I might be prepared to speak to their efficieney. | 
I appear here simply as a consumer, to give evidence as such, and not as | 
the engineer employed professionally by the company. | 

By Mr. Hore Scorr: I burn rather more than 20,000 cubic feet of gas! 
per annum. 

By Mr. Burke: My consumption is about the same as most others in the 
town. 

Mr, O’Matiey: Upon consideration, sir, we have come to the conclusion 
that we have established our case, and shall leave my learned friend to call 
his witnesses as he has threatened. 

Mr. Hors Scorr said it now became his duty to address the committee 
on behalf of the petitioners, the Local Board of Health of Hull, popularly 
elected. That petition was before them, and they would see that it was 
numerously signed by gas consumers in the borough; so that, in point of 
fact, he (Mr. Hope Scott) represented the people of the district affected by 
the bill now under consideration. The Board of Health, which consisted of 
the Town Council, was, as he said, popularly elected, and elected at a period 
of the year when parliamentary proceedings for the ensuing session were 
pretty well known; so that, if any strong feeling existed in the borough 
against the course they had seen fit to take, the people of Hull would have | 
taken care that the new Town Council represented those feelings. Instead of | 
that, however, not only did they find the Town Council complaining with a 
loud voice against the promoters of the bill, but a large number of the in- 
dividual consumers came forward to support the steps they were taking. 
He therefore appeared as the representative of a population which at the 
last census was 54,000, and might now be assumed to number 70,000, at the 
usual rate of increase. To that community, as might well be supposed, the 
question of the supply of gas was of the utmost possible importance. If it 
were a question of the supply of sunlight, no one would doubt it was a 
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matter of vital importance; and to a large portion of the inhabitants, espe- 
cially of the working population, in the winter time, it became a question 
of necessity, equally with the supply of water and daylight and air to the 
community at large. Certainly, it was a circumstance of sufficient import- 
ance to set such a body as the Town Council in motion, if they saw in the 
ovisions of the proposed bill causes of complaint against the company. 
Jaless it were so, they would not have felt justified in coming forward 
to oppose, because the whole expense of that opposition must be de- 
frayed out of the public money, and they would be responsible to 
their constituents if they undertook an opposition on frivolous or in- 
sufficient grounds. Having said so much respecting the petitioners, he 
would not in his present address go much into details,—which, if they were 
to be dealt with at all, could be better dealt with on clauses,—but would 
treat of the general principles of the measure, and show how far upon the 
evidence given and the documents laid before the committee there was 
sufficient cause for them to say that the preamble of the bill was proved. 
That preamble, after reciting the establishment of the company and its in- 
corporation with limited liability, and stating that, in fulfilment of the 
objects and purposes of their deed of settlement, the company had esta- 
blished gas-works in the town or borough of Hull, and were supplying gas 
to certain parts of the district, proceeded to recite—* And whereas it is just 
and expedient that parliamentary powers should be granted to the company 
for maintaining their existing works, mains, pipes, and other apparatus, 
and for constructing other works and apparatus, and Jaying down other 
mains and pipes, for supplying gas within the limits hereinafter specified.” 
Phat was the preamble which his learned friend assumed that he had proved. 
Ife would ask the committee, however, whether they could lay their fingers 
upon a single tittle of evidence to show the expediency—the justice he 
would deal with herea‘ter—of passing this bill, except one, which he took 
ftem the secretary of the company. That witness told them that the spe- 
cial reason for the present application to Parliament was the decision in the 
Sheffield case, in which a doubt had been thrown upon the powers of the 
local authorities to sanction the breaking up of the streets for the purpose 
of laying down their pipes. He would state without fear of contradiction 
that that was the only ground alleged for parliamentary action, and upon 
which the committee were asked to declare that it was just and expedient 
powers should be granted to the company. 

Mr. O’Matey said he had himself stated that it was not fit the company 
should be at the mercy of the Local Board of Health. 

Mr. Horr Scorr replied that counsels’ speeches went for nothing, even 
Mr. O'Malley’s. He wished to see some proof that the directors of the com- 
pany had promoted this bill from any other motive than that a doubt had 
been cast upon the powers of the Local Board. He was aware that upon re- 
examination the witness had been reminded, on the skilful suggestion of his 
learned friend, of a threat held out by the trustees. 

Mr. O’Mattey said the promoters had produced evidence of the transac- 
tions in 1854. They had also shown that they were required to lay down 
some 2000 feet of pipes annually, at the request of the Local Board of 
Tfealth; and they wished to be protected against such threats as had been 
used towards them. 

Mr. Hore Scott said it appeared they had been laying down some 2000 
feet of pipe annually, and had been doing it without the slightest opposition 
on the part of the Local Board. It was upon the evidence that they had 
wever been impeded or obstructed in the slightest degree; and the secre- 
tary, whose office was in London, where the directors met, and where the 
preparation of the bill proceeded, told them that the reason for this applica- 
tion was the doubt thrown upon the powers of the Local Board to do that 
which for many years they had done without interference from any one. 
The decision in the Sheffield case, which had been referred to, was given 
frve years ago. Between 1853 and the present time it was not alleged that 
the slightest difficulty had occurred in laying down their pipes, and yet in 
{858 the case of 1853 was fallen back upon, and made beyond all doubt, if 
not the sole, at least the most substantial reason for bringing in this bill. 
The Sheffield case was one in which (there being no Local Board of Health) 
the Gas Consumers’ Company in that town were indicted for breaking up 
the streets. The powers of local beards of health under their Act, passed 
since the passing of the Gas-Works Clauses Act, did not come into question 
avall. The gas company contended, and he believed justly so, that they 
had the consent of the Surveyors of the Highways; but it was said at com- 
nso law that the surveyors had no power to break up the roads for the 
purpose of laying down pipes, and that the special powers they had were to 
prevent the roads being injured. It was also alleged that they had the an- 
thority of the Lighting Commissioners of Sheffield; but it was held that they, 
too, had no jurisdiction in the matter; and therefore the breaking up of the 
streets was disallowed, and judgment given for the Crown. By the General 
Board of Health Act, the 11th and 12th Vic, cap. 63, clause 68 (which the 
learned counsel read), the sail of the streets was vested in the local boards. 


ir. O'MAtury said there was not one word in the clause which showed 
that the soil was vested in them. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Will my learned friend tell me, if the street vests’ 
what becomes of the soil? 

Mr. O'Matuey: The right of the soil remains in the land; and the board 
camnot prevent a person making a cellar underneath the street. If they 
could, the bill would be a confiscation. 

Mr. Hope Scott did not pretend to be so deep in these matters as his 
friend, but to his mind it seemed evident that the soil vested; but, in order 
that the vesting might be made perfectly clear, at Kingston-upon-Hull, as 
far as any right of user was concerned, it was specially provided for in their 
Imyprovement Act, passed in 1854, section 84; and in the same way, by 
section 43, all the sewers, excepting these made by private individuals, 
were vested in, belonged to, and were under the management and control 
of the Local Board of Health. Now, as it was perfectly clear they had the 
exclusive jurisdiction at law with regard to the breaking up of the streets, 
tlaat the objects for which they were incorporated were manifold, and in 
the later Acts included lighting, to some extent; and as, moreover, there 
were no restrictions upon the general powers given to them; and, inasmuch 
as it was provided that no penalty could be enforced under the Act without 
their consent, no question could arise as to their right to do that which 
they and their predecessors had done for the last 30 years. By reference to 
the clauses of these Acts he could amplify this view of the case; but, in- 
asmuch as the General Act said that any one who disturbed the streets 
without their consent should be liable to a fine of £5, it followed that those 
who did so with their consent could be liable to no fine at all. The Gas 
Ctauses Act was passed in 1847, and the General Health Act in 1848. The 
Istter clearly showed that when the Legislature constituted that totally 
new jurisdiction, it had in view the vesting in it all such powers as were 
necessary to render questions of this kind safe and manageable. Amongst 
the objects of the Local Board was the supply of water: but how were they 
te carry out the intentions of the Legislature unless the power of breaking 
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The object and animus of the Legislature was clear. In giving them these 
large powers it intended to fit them for the discharge of all those duties 
connected with the domestic economy of towns for which they were pro- 
vided; and, in the very case before the committee, it did not appear that a 
single instance could be alleged in which these powers had been called in 
uestion. 

" The Cuarrman said it was necessary that the committee should under- 
stand the matter. It struck him that the 6th, 7th, 8th, and 9th clauses of 
the Gas-Works Clauses Act were in direct opposition to the clauses which 
the learned counsel had cited from the General Health Act. He wished to 
know whether, if it were so, and these were in direct antagonism—whether 
one was to override the other? . 

Mr. Hore Scorr said the provisions of the Gas-Works Clauses Act, just 
as the Companies’ Clauses Act, the Land Clauses Act, and the Commissioners’ 
Clauses Act, were not operative by themselves. Formerly, each individual 
private bill contained all the “clauses necessary to make a company inde- 
pendent; but that was found to cause such extreme extension of bills, 
making them so costly, that Parliament devised a special Act, which in the 
absence of clauses in private bills were to take effect. Those clauses might 
or might not be incorporated in a private bill;—it was sought to introduce 
them here. But that did not touch the question he was upon, which was 
this—whether, supposing no bill at all were brought in to give compulsory 

wers to the British Gaslight Company, there was sufficient power in the 

ocal Board to enable them to carry on their operations. If the circum- 
stances had been the same as at Sheffield, and a new gas company was 
established, there being no Local Board, it would be necessary to give the 
company these powers, because no existing jurisdiction could confer on 
them the necessary authority for opening the streets, and therefore Parlia- 
ment would very properly have recourse to the armoury or repertory of the 
General Gas Act to find clauses to incorporate in their bill. But there being 
a power in Hull actually in possession of the streets, about whose jurisdic- 
tion there could be no reasonable doubt, was there any necessity, under the 
circumstances, to sanction a special Act merely because in the Sheffield 
case there was no power to do that which in Hull had actually been done? 

The Cuarrman: How long have those powers been dormant? 

Mr. Horr Scorr: They have been in operation 30 years, and under them 
the company have been at work laying mains. They are there by permission 
of the Local Board. 

Mr. Pinkincton: That is just your case, Mr. O'Malley ? 

Mr. O'MALLEY: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hope Scorr: But if they are there by permission, let them acknow- 
ledge by whose authority they are there. And if they consider that the 
Local Board have not sufficient power, let them seek, not to take the dis- 
cretion out of their hands, but to aid in giving them that power. The ob- 
ject of the bill is to turn the tables against the Local Board. Being in by 
permission, and having been there for thirty years, they now say there is a 
doubt about the legality of their sanction. If so, let them bring in a bill to 
make it clear that the board have the power. But that is not their object; 
but, on the contrary, they want to divest them of the power, and to place it 
in their own hands. 

Mr. O’MA.tey: I could give a dozen cases in which application has been 
made to Parliament where a board of health existed. 


Mr. Hore Scorr: Not where a company already existed, and were in 
possession by authority of the local board. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: Yes; there are dozens of them. 

Mr. Burke: In the case of the Burslem Company last year, the Board of 
Health opposed the bill. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said: Having now exposed the value of the plea upon 
which the company said they came to Parliament, he would next consider 
the merit of the case in the form in which they appeared before the com- 
mittee. He would ask what the company were, and what they sought to 
do; who they were, and what they wanted. In most cases that he had 
known, when a company was before Parliament for the purpose of obtaining 
compulsory powers, it came as a private company, possessing no other powers 
than a private one, asking to be made a public one, to be incorporated, and | 
to have given to that incorporation, which was the creature of Parliament, 
those compulsory powers with which Parliament could invest it. Out of 1000 
cases, he would venture to say that 950 were of that kind. Evenin the cases 
where registration had taken place under the Joint Stock Act, the exceptions 
were, that they continued under their own private constitution, and those | 
exceptions were of the rarest possible kind, Case after case had he known 
where companies, constituted under their own private deed, or registered 
under the Limited Liability Act, when they came to Parliament, submitted | 
themselves to receive a new constitution from, and to have all their internal | 
affairs regulated by Parliament, in return for the powers which they asked 
Parliament to confer. As the chairman had alluded to the Gas Clauses Act, 
he might remind him that there was another Act, called the Companies’ 
Clauses Act, which contained the views of Parliament as to the mode in 
which capital was to be raised, shares issued and distributed, directors 
elected, &c.; and that Act was not incorporated in this bill. In other words 
it came to this, thata private company, constituted, not by Parliament, but by 
their own deed, came forward, and, without submitting their affairs to Parlia- 
ment for regulation, asked to remain as an independent and private concern 
on their own deed of 1824, while they acquired those powers over others of a 
compulsory kind which Parliament usually gave only to a public company. 

Mr. Burke was sorry to interrupt, but his learned friend knew that he 
could only address himself to matters which were raised by allegations in 
the petition. There was no objection of this kind taken in the petition, or 
he would have taken care to show the committee why the company were 
acting as they did. This was a precisely analogous case to the Cork Bill, 
which was promoted by the United General Gas Company last session. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: The question is, whether my petition raises it. 

Mr. Burke: I submit that the petition does not raise the question of the 
constitution of the company, and therefore you may not go into it. The 
standing orders state that no person shall be heard against a bill except 
upon the grounds of the allegations in the petition. Otherwise, how can 
we tell what objection may be brought forward? 

Mr. Hore Scorr was perfectly prepared to admit that the petition should 
disclose the grounds of complaint, and he was prepared to show that the one 
for which he appeared did do so. One of its allegations was, “ That the said 
bill, as now framed, would not secure to your petitioners and the public the 
reasonable advantages to which they conceive they are entitled, in regard 
to the supply of gas to the said town and borough, nor sufficiently regulate 
and control the powers of the said company.” He contended that it did not 
do so, and for this reason, that it did not deal with the capital of the com- 
pany or its internal arrangements; that its intrinsic characteristics were 
not subject to parliamentary regulations; and that, therefore, the public 
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were deprived of those safeguards which Parliament usually threw around 
an incorporated company. 

Mr. Burke: That should be in the petition. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said it was in the petition. It stated that the “ said bill 
does not sufficiently regulate and control the powers of the company.” Was 
he not, then, within the four corners of those expressions when he said that 
the company were keeping the whole of their internal affairs ont of sight, 
and endeavouring, as a private company, to obtain parliamentary powers? 
There was also another allegation in the petition. It stated “ That it is 
inexpedient that powers tending to monopoly should be conferred upon a 
company who have no community of interest with the said town, and are 
beyond the reach of local influences; and that provision ought to be 
made that the said bill do not exclude or prejudice any other company or 

rsons who may be willing to supply gas within the said town or borough.” 
This was a company established for the pages of trading all over England 
and Ireland, which started with a million of capital, afterwards cut it down 
to £300,000, and subsequently raised it to £800,000. Had it come properly 
before Parliament, it would have come to have its capital regulated, and its 
shares settled. But this company was to have unlimited power to raise or 
to reduce their capital, and, under the Joint-Stock Act, wind up their con- 
cerns whenever they chose. It appeared to him that this was a much more 
serious thing than at first sight it might be supposed. 

Mr. Burke: Our bill regulates the capital for Hull. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said he would show immediately that it was not so. 
Having referred to the 104th section of the Act for Facilitating the Winding- 
up of Joint-Stock Companies, and to the British Gas Company’s deed of set- 
tlement, he said there was nothing to prevent the directors voluntarily dis- 
posing of all their plant and apparatus, and withdrawing from the supply of 
gas to the borough, if they found it more advantageous to confine their opera- 
tions to some of their pr be stations. And yet Parliament was asked to give 
a company so constituted powers which would override those of the Local 
Board of Health, and create pro tanto a monopoly of the manufacture of gas 
at Hull. 

The CuarrMAN inguired whether the British Gaslight Company possessed 
a special Act with reference to any of the towns supplied by them? 

Mr. O'Mattey replied that they did not; but in the case of another com- 
pany similarly situated there was such a bill. 

Mr. Hore Scorr informed the committee that this company had two or 
three bills before the present Parliament. And now he would ask whether 
the language of the _— was not justifiable, that the bill did not suffi- 
ciently regulate and control the powers of the company, when he stated 
that it proposed to give them the exclusive power to break up the streets, 
power of distress for the recovery of their rates, with other powers, and yet 
did not compel them to stay in Hull one single moment longer than conve- 
nient? <A reference to the frame-work of the bill would show how care- 
fully it had been drawn. After reciting the existence of the company, and 
the expediency of giving them parliamentary powers, it proceeded, in 
clause 3, to incorporate the Gas-Works Clauses Act, but totally omitted to 
incorporate the Companies’ Clauses Act. Section 4 gave them power 
to hold and maintain lands, and it was a question with him whether the 
license of mortmain applied or not. 

Mr. BurkKE: It merely says we are to hold all that we now possess. 
Mr. Hore Scorr: My question was, whether the incorporation under 
the Joint-Stock Act carries with it a license under mortmain. 
Mr. Burke: No, it does not. 
Mr. Hore Scorr said the next clause in reference to the maintenance 
of existing works and pipes, and the objects for which the company were 
established, left it altogether discretionary whether they availed themselves 
of the powers conferred. The 9th clause related to the capital of the com- 
pany. After reciting the expenditure already incurred in the acquisition 
of land and the construction of buildings, mains, pipes, machinery, works, 
and apparatus, it provided that a separate account should be kept of the 
sum of £57,624 so expended, and of all other sums which might hereafter 
be laid out in a similar manner in carrying into effect the purposes of this 
Act, and then proceeded to regulate and limit the dividend according to the 
eee of the Gas-Works Clauses Act. His learned friend, Mr. Burke, 
ad said that, with regard to Hull, the capital was regulated by this clause. 
But was it really so? He was willing to admit that it provided, in the 
event of the company not being able to make their dividend of 10 per cent. 
out of all their different stations, they should not tax Hall beyond the 
amount to make up that dividend upon their present capital, nor 74 per 
cent. upon any other capital they might invest there; but the omission was 
this, it did not provide that any capital should be laid out at all. In 
ordinary bills the capital of the company was distinctly stated to be so 
much; and if they came subsequently to Parliament and recited that they 
had laid out further sums of money, or required to do so, those sums were 
defined, and made specially applicable to the particular works. But here no 
capital was defined. And why? Because the capital account was altogether 
withdrawn from the cognizanceof Parliament. It was £300,000. It suited the 
company to raise it to £800,000; and in now seeking further powers they did 
not bind themselves to — a single penny of capital, but left the matter 
in the discretion of the directors. This bill passed, and they might divert all 
the capital liable to be called up to other towns, and leave themselves penni- 
less as regards Hull. Nay, he would assert further, they might, looking 
at their deed of settlement and the Joint-Stock Act, sell off the whole con- 
cern, and carry on their operations in other towns where it would appear 
to be more profitable. The bill was wholly of a negative character, except 
when powers were given to the company against some one else. True, 
section 10 restricted what at present was an unlimited rate of charge, and 
fixed the maximum at 5s. 6d. per 1000; but that rate could be con- 
troled in other ways. The clause did not pledge them to supply at 5s. 6d.; 
it only required that, if they did supply at all, they should not charge more. 
The 12th clause did contain a positive obligation, and, as far as he could 
see, that was the only thing compulsory in the way of direct action. It 
enacted that within six months the company should erect an experimental 
meter in some convenient part of their works, with other necessary appa- 
ratus for testing the illuminating power of their gas. What was to prevent 
them from doing that in the sixth month, and, in the seventh, walking off 
altogether, leaving the Board of Health of Hull to content themselves with 
looking at that meter, which he believed (to use a technical term) would be 
found to be a very “ dry meter” indeed? 

The Cuatnman: I think you are going beyond the preamble of the bill. 

_Mr. Hore Scorr said he was endeavouring, from the frame-work of the 
bill, to show that the company did not come as they should do to submit 
themselves to Parliament, and that it was, therefore, not unreasonable for 
the people of Hull and the Local Board of Health to petition against the 
bill. But supposing the committee disposed to pass such a bill, would they, 
he asked, do it in favour of a company which had not the slightest local 
character about it? The witnesses that had been examined told them that 
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the chief engineer resided in Hull, but they heard nothing of there being 
any local committee, and, as he understood the secretary, there were no 
local shareholders. He found in the deed of settlement that provision was 
made for appointing a local committee, but he found, also, that a power was 
given to the directors in London to remove that committee summarily, | | 
whenever they pleased. As far, therefore, as the consumers of Hull were 
concerned, they had to do with an officer of the company who was a 
stranger, and if any question arose respecting the adaptation of the com- 
pany’s operations to local wants, it had to be worked out in London, and to 
be considered in reference to the interests not of Hull only, but Norwich and 
Trowbridge, and Tunstall and Clonmell. “If we do this at Hull,” the di- 
rectors would say, “ what will they say at Norwich?” And he (Mr. Scott) 
conceived it possible that some indignant shareholder would get upata gene- 
ral meeting and say that the directors were sacrificing 2 national concern 
to benefit the local interests of Hull. And this point was felt, for the secre- 
tary of the company said, in answer to his learned friend (Mr. Burke), that 
they were very glad when local parties took up shares. But what could a 
local shareholder do in the way of influencing the affairs of the company for 
the benefit of Hull? He would be out-voted on every question, on the ground 
that the general interests of the company were not identified solely with 
Hull. It was generally known that in modern legislation the “ consumers’ 
company” was usually the favourite,and why? Because it was founded on 
the spot, and was promoted by persons who were themselves customers for 
the article by the sale of which the company made their profits. Here was 
a company, however, established for the purpose of trading all over England, 
and could it be supposed that they would be likely to attend to the local 
wants of Hull when twenty other claims were pressing upon them, and all 
had to be viewed in the abstract light of a dividend for a company in 
London? He could not wonder that it should be a cause of complaint by 
the Local Board and the individual petitioners, and that they should state 
“itis inexpedient that powers tending to monopoly should be conferred 
upon a company who have no community of interest with the said town, 
and who are beyond the reach of local influences.” 


The Cuatrman: As far as the evidence goes we have nothing to show 
that any persons at Hull are dissatisfied. 

Mr. Hork Scorr: You have the petition of the Local Board of Health. 
Do you suppose that the engineer or secretary of the company would say 
that the inhabitants were dissatisfied ? 

The Cuatrman: You say that the Town Council represent the feelings 
of the town, but that is not always so. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: In this case their petition is signed by 600 inhabitants. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: We want to see a single individual come forward and say 
that he is dissatisfied. 

Mr. Horr Scott: It is upon the general principle and policy we go, with- 
out calling witnesses. 

Mr. O'MAtteyr: It may be that the majority of those who have signed the 
petition are only looking to the clauses for the reduction of the price of gas, 
and we should iike to see them. 

Mr. Hore Scort said his learned friend, after taking exception to his 
arguments because they appeared to go beyond the allegations in the peti- 
tion, now asked him to call witnesses with the very same object. It was 
quite clear to him, from what was admitted on the other side, that this 
company were now entering upon a course of action, by which they hoped, 
by the assistance of the Legislature, to maintain their integrity as an inde- 
pendent company, and yet possess themselves of powers for the cecupation 
of territory, and to deal with public interests in some half-dozen localities. 
This was a piece of parliamentary policy which needed no evidence to be 
brought forward to oppose; but should the preamble of this bill be passed, 
witnesses might be called upon the clauses. The first question for the com- 
mittee to decide was, whether, upon the evidence produced by the pro- 
moters, it would be just and expedient to grant such extensive powers as 
those sought for, to a company not connected by local interests with Hull; 
not bound to continue there a single moment longer than convenient; not 
bound to provide capital for necessary extensions of works; not debarred 
from selling their plant and apparatus, and leaving the district whenever 
they pleased; not prevented from diverting their capital to other places 
which cffered, apparently, greater inducements; not represented by local 
parties in Hull; not giving any pledge of its continuance there; but only 
providing that, if they do remain, they shall be subjected to certain negative 
restrictions, yet seeking with the same voice to obtain large compulsory 
powers; in other words, that Hull should be bound and the company free, 

Mr. O'MALtEy: Hull is not bound. 

Mr. Hore Scorr fully understood what his learned friend meant—the 
corporation might invite another company. But how would that operate? 
Say a consumers’ company was formed there; a company depending 
wholly for its dividends upon what it earned in the district, its capital not 
being employed, as in the case of this company in various places. A report 
is made by the resident engineer of the British Gaslight Company that a 
new company has started in Hull (not without parliamentary powers, for 
if the Local Board of Health could not give permission in the one case to 
open the streets they could not in the other). In asking Parliament for the 
necessary powers they would be met with opposition by this company, on 
the ground that they were there before them. But supposing all that got 
over, and the new company fairly about to start; the resident engineer of 
the British Gaslight Company writes up and communicates the fact, and 
says, “ We shall have a hard fight, for they are going to charge only 4s.” 
“Oh!” say the directors, “we have no opposition in other places, we will 
lower our rates in Hull to 1s. 6d., and see how long it will last.” This was 
not a matter of imagination; it was the policy pursued by every railway 
company. It was monopoly of district in one place which kept up the 
prices, and competition in another which reduced them—the dividend was 
paid out of the first, and the little local line run off its legs in the last. So 
much for such competition ; and, with such a prospect, he said that Hull would | 
be bound and the company would be free. Let the committee contrast that | 
with the present state of things. It might be said that he was arguing 
against a company which had actually been supplying Hull for thirty years. 
He replied, certainly; because they were going to assume a new footing. 
At present they were private traders, with whom the Local Board could 
deal upon equal terms, and it mattered not what was their capital, nor what | 
their position in Norwich, or elsewhere. No one cared what dividends the 
now divided, or were curious to pry into their concerns. They were dealt 
with as persons supplying an article on certain terms, and if they mis- 
behaved themselves their customers would look elsewhere for their supply. 
But tke committee were asked by the bill to reverse that position. It was 
a point made on the other side that, although no obstruction had been ever 
offered to the company in the actual la ing down of their mains in Hull, 

yet they had been reminded that the district itself belonged to the Local 
Board of Health, and that they must be careful in all their dealings. But 
supposing they did not remain in their present state, but succeeded in esta- 
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blishing their case before Parliament, they were no longer in a position to 
treat on equal terms, and instead of being mutually dependent, the company 
and the Local Board were entirely independent of each other. And that 
this was the deliberate policy of the company was evidenced by the fact that 
they had already two or three other bills before Parliament. It became, 
therefore, a question of precedent of the gravest importance, not only with 
regard to Hull, but other places, whether the committee ought not to say 
at once, either remain as you are, a body of private traders, or if you want 
parliamen powers, bring in your whole capital, submit your entire con- 
stitution, and take an incorporation, subject to those conditions of obliga- 
tion which Parliament is in habit of imposing whenever it consents to give 
compulsory powers to one party over another. With these views, he sub- 
mitted that the preamble of the bill was not proved. It was not a question 
of the price of gas, or of illuminating quality, but of the broad principle of 
justice and expediency to this particnlar community, affecting, moreover, 
not only the interests of the people of Hull, but of many other places where 
similar questions would probably arise. 

Mr. O’Mattey said he had no right to speak again, but as his learned 
friend had referred to the Sheffield case, he should like to state to the com- 
mittee what that case really was. 

Mr. Hore Scorr objected, and said he only referred to it because it had 
been introduced by Mr. O'Malley in his opening address. 

Mr. O'MAttey said that the committee would judge of the conscious 
weakness of that position, which would not admit of a reply. He would 
only say that, in reference to local boards, the soil did not vest. 

The Cuarrman: I should like to put this one question. Would it suit 
the purpose of the company to place themselves under the General Act of 
Incorporation? They propose to place themselves under the Gas-Works 
Clauses Act, but not the Companies’ Clauses Act. If so, that would solve 
many of our difficulties. There are restrictions in that Act which would 
meet the views of the learned counsel on the other side, and I think I have 
a right to ask whether they would be content to do so. 

Mr. Burke said he had not the slightest hesitation in answering the 
question. His friend, Mr. Hope Scott, would not pretend for one moment 
that his clients were in the least degree interested in the incorporation of this 
company under the Companies’ Clauses Act, which had only to do with 
their internal organization. The promoters of this bill were a company 
exercising their functions in various localities. They had been constituted 
for a great length of time, and had carried on their affairs with efficiency 
under their own deed of settlement; latterly they had been incorporated 
under the Limited Liability Act; and they had not thought it expedient, 
being a matter personal to themselves, to alter that organization as respected 
one locality in which their operations were conducted, so as to come under 
the Companies’ Clauses Act. 

The CHarrMAN said they were asking for large parliamentary powers, 
and he wished to understand whether, if these were conceded, they were 
prepared to come under the regulations of the General Act? 

Mr. Burke said, if the committee considered that there were any pro- 
vision in the Companies’ Clauses Act under which this company ought to 
come, they would be prepared to adopt it. 

The CHatrMAN: That is fairly understood. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Your question is, whether they are prepared to be in- 
corporated by that Act? 

Mr. Burke said he was not prepared on his own authority to state that 
the company were in a position to alter their deed of settlement, and with- 
out the consent of their shareholders adopt the Act of Parliament referred 
to. But he was prepared to submit the deed of settlement to the conside- 
ration of the committee, together with the Joint-Stock Companies’ Act 
under which they were already incorporated; andifthey thought the Com- 
panies’ Clauses Act contained a principle which they ought to adopt they 
would at once do so, 

Mr. Hore Scorr did not see how that would meet the case, as in their 
deed of settlement was a power to sell their works. 

Mr. Burke said he was willing that a clause should be inserted in this 
bill to prevent their doing so, as far as Hull was concerned. 

The CHarrMAN said, supposing the preamble was passed, would the 
company be willing to insert any restrictive clauses which the committee 
might deem fit for the protection of the inhabitants of Hull? 

Mr. Burke replied, most undoubtedly. They could only take their bill 
on that condition. 

The Cuarrman: You still maintain your character asa private company, 
and not a public body. 

Mr. Burke: I think it is onlya quarrelling withterms. Every company 
is a private company, only some are constituted under the provisions of 
particular Acts of Parliament. A company formed under the Companies’ 
Clauses Consolidation Act were in precisely the same position as a public 
company. 

Mr. O'Mattey: Every Act of Parliament of this kind is construed as a con- 
tract between the company which takes it and the public, and every en- 
abling clause in an Act so obtained has been held to be compulsory upon 
the company incorporated. This has been the invariable course since Lord 
Campbell took his seat in the Court of Queen's Bench. It was so decided 
first of all in the Court of Chancery, and from that time down to the pre- 
sent it has been always held that, when a private company took an Act of 
Parliament to do certain works in which the public were interested, it was 
compellable by mandamus to carry them out. 

Mr. Horr Scorr: No doubt, if it is incorporated in the Act. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the counsel on each side should consult 
tegether, and agree upon what clauses were necessary to be inserted for 
mutual protection of interests. 

Mr. Burke said his answer to that suggestion was that his learned friend 
(Mr. Hope Scott) was not always the easiest person to agree with. He was 
— ready to acquiesce in the suggestion, but he doubted that an amicable 

ue would be the result. He was not at liberty to allude to what had 
taken place between the parties, but he knew that the gentlemen on the 
other side were asking large things. The promoters had always been 
willing to meet those parties on fair and reasonable grounds. 

The CHarrMan said the committee were not supposed to be always 
capable of dealing with minute matters of law, but must act on broad 
principles. In the present case they were called upon to decide a matter 
which might form an important precedent; and on that ground he thought 
he had made a suggestion for the consideration of counsel which might ad- 
vantageously be adopted. If both sides would agree upon what was neces- 
sary for the inhabitants of Hull, it might much curtail the labours of the 
committee. 

Mr. Burke begged the committee to understand that this was not the firs} 
bill of the kind. A bill on all fours with this was passed last session—the 
|| Cork Gas Bill. 
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Mr. Burke said the whole bill was considered, and the clause which his 
learned friend referred to—the capital clause, was settled and was incorpo- 
rated here. The promoters of this bill had had clauses sent to them from 
the other side; and if they had any further proposition to make he would 
be happy to consider it. There surely could be no difficulty in saying what 
they wanted. 

Mr. Horr Scorrt said he should most distinctly advise his clients to re- 
quest the committee to protect them against the provisions of the company’s 
deed of settlement. The case was so wholly novel to him and those for 
whom he acted that, until they had fully considered the matters, it would 
be impossible for hin) to say anything. 

The room was then cleared. Upon the parties being re-admitted, 

The CuarrMan said: Mr. O'Malley, the committee have another petition 
before them, and they think they must hear what the parties presenting it, 
and who do not appear by counsel, have to say, before they take any steps 
in reference to the preamble. 

Mr. O'MALLEy objected to the Jocus standi of the Kingston-upon-Hull Gas 
Company, who were a competing company, but bowed to the committee if 
they decided to hear them in support of their petition. 

The committee decided to hear them. 

Mr. GALLAND, solicitor for the petitioners, said: The Kingston-upon-Hull 
Gas Company was established in 1821, and a portion of their district was 
comprised in the district of the British Gaslight Company. The petition 
complained that his clients were not sufficiently protected, and that their 
rights were interfered with. He proposed to insert a saving clause in the 
bill, enabling his clients to light the whole of the district, in the event of 
this company failing to do so. 

The Cuarrman: There is nothing in this bill to prevent their doing so. 

Mr. Burke: Not a single syllable; but we will put in a clause saving 
their rights. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: We, in fact, give the other company a benefit by shutting 
— up and preventing our going into the district already supplied by 
them. 

The Cuarrman: I think there is nothing at all in it, and I do not see any 
necessity for a clause of the kind; but, if so, they will put it in. 

The committee again consulted, after which— 

The CuarrMan requested that a copy of the Cork Gas Act of last session 
should be handed to them, which was done. 

Mr. Hope Scorr requested the committee to examine this company’s 
deed of settlement also. 

Mr. PILKinGTon thought he was right in assuming that if there was any- 
thing particularly objectionable in that deed, Mr. Hope Scott would have 
pointed it out. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said he had only seen it that morning, but he found in 
it a clause by which they could sell their property at any time. 

The committee again consulted. 

The CHAIRMAN then said: I may state that the committee are prepared | | 
to approve the preamble of this bill, on two distinct conditions; and it will 
rest with counsel to consider, between this time and Monday, what steps it) | 
will be needfu! to take in order to carry them out. The one is, that care 
shall be taken to protect the inhabitants of Hull from the possibility of this | | 
company throwing up their functions at any moment and leaving them in | | 
the lurch. The second is, that for sanitary purposes only—still keeping in | 
view the interests of the inhabitants of Hull—moderate powers of restric-| 
tion shail be still left with the Board of Health. It will be for counsel to | | 
frame the necessary clauses to give effect to those requirements, and on that | | 
understanding the committee agree to pass the preamble. You will also. | 
understand that, in the event of your not being able to agree upon such | 
clauses, it will lie with the committee to insert them. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: Quite so. The committee will find, however, in the Act, 
which we incorporate, that there are the most stringent regulations with re-| | 
spect to sanitary matters; also in respect of testing the illuminating | 
power of the gas supplied; together with a provision against the company 
contaminating the water of the town, or, in fact, doing anything by 
which their works might become a nuisance. They are most wholesome 
restrictions, and it would be difficult to frame any which would be more 
stringent. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: One condition is, that the company are not to part 
with their. property. 

The CuHarrmAN: That is a main condition. 
supply at proper prices. 

The further consideration of the bill was then adjourned. | 























Monpay, Marcu 22. 


The clauses of the bill were proceeded with this morning. 
Clauses 1, 2, 3, and 4 were agreed to. 
On clause 5, 

Mr. GALLAND, on the part of the old gas company, applied for the intro- 
duction of a saving clause to protect the interests of that company. The 
promoters of the bill proposed to go into districts which the old company 
lighted, and they sought for powers which might injuriously affect the 
rights of the old company. The clauses taken from the Gas Clauses Act 
would come into collision with special provisions in the old company’s Act. 

The CHairnMAN said the committee were in doubt as to whether the 
clauses from the Gas Clauses Act inserted in this Act interfered with the 
powers of the old company. 

Mr. Burke denied that there was the slightest interference with the 
rights and powers of the old company. 

The committee refused to insert the clause. 

Clause 6 was agreed to with a verbal amendment. 

On clause 7, 

Mr. Hore Scorr proposed to insert an addition at the end of the clause. 
The clause was te enable the company to maintain and continue mains and 
pipes; the proviso he wished to add was with reference to laying pipes in 
and across sewers. The committee were aware that one of the inconvenient 
consequences of gas-works in a town was the escape of gas into a sewer, 
causing noxious smells, as well as danger of explosions in private dwellings. 

The Cuarrman asked whether the provisions included in the new clause 
did not give ample power to the Board of Health to provide for sanitary 
regulations? 

(ir. Hope Scorr did not think that that clause would touch this specific 
question. He wished to insert a proviso restraining the company from lay- 
ing down pipes in any sewer or drain without the consent of the Local 
Board of Health. There was another proviso which he proposed to insert, 
to the effect that nothing in the Act should be construed to take away from, 
or to grant to any other company, the privilege of breaking up any of the}; 
streets for the purpose of laying down or removing pipes for the conveyance}} 
of water or gas. With respect to the sewers, the machinery of the Gas'' 
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| Mr. Hore Scorr said he was not aware that this point was raised. 
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Clauses Act would not afford such a particular protection as the evil re- 
quired. It was a point of great importance to the community at large; at 
any rate, it was of the utmost possible importance for the proper regulation 
of the sewers. As to the second proviso, it was alleged that the Local Board 
could not sanction the breaking up of streets. That being the case, he 
conceived it but just and fair that the granting of these powers should not 
abridge any powers the Board of Health at present possessed. He did not 
think that could hardly be objected to. 

Mr. Burke said he could show sufficient ground for objecting to the 


viso. 
PrThe CHAIRMAN asked to have it pointed out, where there was any 
attempt in the Act to abridge or interfere with the powers of the Local 
Board of Health. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said the company came there alleging doubts on the exist- 
ence of the rights of the Board of Health; and they sought for power to over- 
ride those rights. The promoters applied for a separate title to break up the 


streets. The necessary consequence of their having a separate title would | 





be, that they would be the first to assail any rights granted to others. The | 


clause as it stood threw a doubt upon the power possessed by the Local 
Board; and all he sought was, that the passing of the Act should not in 


| 


any way abridge any power the board possessed. The practical object of | 
the proviso was to enable the Board of Health to call a new company into | 


existence without the necessity of a parliamentary bill, should the present 
company not light the town properly. 

Mr. Burke, in reply to the first proviso with reference to laying pipes in 
sewers without the consent of the Board of Health, said there were mains 
and pipes already in the sewers. When they came to reflect upon the dif- 
ficulties that existed in laying down pipes crossing sewers, they would see 
that, under certain circumstances and subject to proper restrictions, it was 
absolutely essential that a gas company should, to a limited extent, inter- 
fere with the drains and sewers. The Gas Clauses Act, which was the law 
applicable to all companies, took the most anxious care to prevent inter- 
ference with sewers and drains in such a manner as to prejudice them. 
The Board of Health proposed that the company should not interfere with- 
out giving notice and submitting their plans to the board, and that the 
board should superintend the execution of the work. The effect of placing 
such a controlling power in the hands of the Board of Health would be to 
tempt them to refuse consent unless the price of gas was reduced. The 
General Act gave sufficient protection to the Local Board of Health. 

The CuarrMANn: It might, perhaps, save time by saying that the com- 
mittee cannot entertain any provision of the kind, for the simple reason 
that the General Act was passed long subsequently to the passing of the 
special Act of Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Mr. Burke said, as to the latter proviso, it was absolutely unnecessary, 
because there was nothing in the bill from end to end which abrogated in 
any degree any right possessed by the Board of Health. It was proposed 
to recognize in them a right which, according to the decision in the Shef- 
field case, did not really exist. The insertion of that proviso would be 
establishing a right which did not exist at all. 

Mr. Hore Scorr having briefly addressed the committee in reply, 

The ComMITTEE were unanimously of opinion that both provisos were 
unnecessary. 

Clause 8 was agreed to. 

On clause 9, 

Mr. Burke said it would be necessary to make a statement as to the na- 
ture of that clause. The object of the clause was this:—The Gas-Works 
Clauses Act provided that a company should not pay more than 10 per 
cent. upon their outlayed capital, and that when they earned more than 10 
per cent., they should reduce their charge to the public. But in the present 
case the company had a larger capital than was necessary for Sculcoates 
alone, and it became necessary to specify in the bill what part would be ap- 
plicable to Sculcoates. The clause, accordingly, defined what the capital 
should be. It would be seen that the bill defined the total capital, with 
respect to Sculcoates, to be £100,000. Of this £57,000 had been already 
expended, and £42,000 and odd might be expended hereafter. There was 
no dispute at all about the £100,000 being the limit of the capital for Scul- 
coates; but there was an objection as to the amount expended—the £57,000. 
The committee had it in evidence that the company had laid out £70,000; 
but of that £70,000 the sum of £20,000 had been laid out from the profits of 
the company. It was not called-up capital, but accumulated profits; the 
|| company, instead of taking 8 per cent. dividend, took 5 per cent., and appro- 
priated the balance to the extension of the works at Sculcoates. As re- 

arded the public, it mattered not where the money came from, whether 
ion calls or from profits. It had been the general plan for Parliament to 
recognize the expenditure of that money and capitalize it, but with this re- 
servation, that Lord Redesdale had generally stated that he would deal 
with that kind of capital on a different ounaile from that which was raised 
by calls upon shareholders. According to the principle thus laid down, 
capital raised by shares was entitled to 10 per cent., while capital created 
out of accumulated profits was treated as borrowed capital, and considered 
to be entitled to only 5 percent. The company did not propose to declare 
that their — expended should be considered £70,000. They admitted 
that the works, in the course of time, had undergone a certain amount of 
depreciation ; therefore they reduced their declared capital to £57,000; and 
they maintained that, under the circumstances of their particular case, they 
were entitled to capitalize the whole of that at 10 percent. Lord Redesdale 
had requested that this fact should be represented to the committee. He 
ought to state that out of the sum of £13,000—the difference between 
£57,000 and £70,000—they were in possession of surplus land worth £4000 
or £5000, which they might take the power of re-selling and re-cooping the 
shareholders. In order to get a right of way, they were obliged to take a 
certain quantity of land. 


Mr. Hore Scorr said this was the first explanation he had heard on the 
a of this capital. There were some £5000 or £6000 which had gone 
in the purchase of land, consisting of 28} acres. If they took that from the 
£70,000, it would leave £64,000. His learned friend admitted that the 
works had depreciated in value, and, by reducing the capital from £64,000 
to £57,000, they allowed a deduction of £7000 at the outside for that dete- 
Yioration. Now, what was the fact? As he was instructed, in 1854 the 
company were willing to sell, and did contract to sell, their works at Hull, 
except the land, for the sum of £47,500. This was their estimate of the 
{ Value of the plant at that time, whereas four years afterwards the value was 
-e ~ £10,000. This was a point which required some explanation. 
- BURKE said the company had laid out a 1 
Rei hry pany arge sum of money 
Mr. Hore Scorr: That has not been proved. 
Mr. Burke: We can prove it. 


Mr. Hore Scorr: Very well ; call the evidence. 





Mr. Wynne recalled, and examined by Mr. Burke. 

He stated that the amount originally expended on the works was £71,624, 
In 1854, in consequence of the pressure from the Local Board of Health, the 
company offered to sell the works for £47,500. That sum was below the 
original outly, less the surplus profits. Since that period they had expended 
nearly £10,000. 

By the Commirree: The profits in 1854 were £12,000. 
£14,000. 

By Mr. AncuipaLp: The sum of £47,500 was settled as the price between 
Mr. Lowe, who represented the Board of Health, and Mr. Pearse, who acted 
on behalf of the gas company. Out of the £10,000 since expended, there 
was still a considerable stock of pipes and other things inhand. The greater 
part of the money was spent in the extension of the mains and enlarge- 
ment of the works. 

By the Cuarrman: The reason why the agreement for sale was not 
carried out was because the gas company opposed the Local Board of 
Health Improvement Bill, and the committee of the House of Commons 
struck out all the gas clauses connected with the bill. | 

Mr. ArcuiBaLp submitted that the capital ought not to stand at £57,000, | 
inasmuch as a portion of it was held in stock. | 

The committee decided upon retaining the clause as it stood, with some 
verbal amendments. 

Clause 10 being called on, 

Mr. ArcnIBALp proposed to insert a clause with reference to the reduc-| 
tion in the price of gas. Under the Gas Clauses Act there was provision 
made for a reserve-fund, and by the bill it was proposed to establish | 
another reserve-fund to the extent of one-tenth of the whole capital. So, 
that, if the bill were to stand, there would be two reserve-funds, and the 
company would have power to reserve one-fifth of their capital. The re- 
serve-fund under the General Act had hitherto been sufficient for the pur- 
poses of the company. It was very proper that there should be a reserve- 
fund before any reduction was made in the price to the consumer; but in 
the case of a company like this, already in possession of a — enablin 
them to lay by a portion of their profits, as they were also seeking specis 
power, they were bound to give some extra advantage to the consumers in 
return. The clause he proposed to insert was, that if the profits in any 
year should amount to more than sufficient to pay a dividend of 10 per 
cent. on the old stock, and 7} per cent. on the new, the excess should be | 
applied, not to the formation of a reserve-fund, but to a rateable and pro- 
portionate reduction in the price of the gas supplied to the consumer, until | 
the price was reduced to 3s. 6d. per 1000 cubic feet; and that, as soon as, 
the price was reduced to 3s., the excess should be applied according to the 
provisions of the Gas Clauses Act. 

Mr. Burke thought it was incumbent on his friend to show some reason | 
why the company should be placed under exceptional legislation. The Gas | 
Act said that any company coming before Parliament was fairly entitled to | 
an interest on their outlay, not only to 10 per cent. in any one year, but 
10 per cent. ab initio; so that if a company did not earn 10 per cent. in the 
first few years, and should get more than 10 per cent. in atter years, they | 
had the privilege of forming a reserve-fund to re-coop the shareholders for 
what was required to make up the loss of previous years. 

The committee rejected the proposed additional clause. 

Clause 10 was then read. 

Mr. Burke said, with reference to the price, to which objection was taken, 
the present charge was 4s. Gd. It was contended on the other side that the 
limit should be 4s. 6d. The promoters, however, contended that it would 
be most unfair to tie the company to the present price, because contingen- 
cies might hereafter arise which might render an increase in price necessary. 
He was prepared to show that this principle had been adopted in every Act 
of Parliament, to fix as the limit not the existing price but a maximum sum, 
In the City of London, where the present price was 4s. 6d., the maximum 
was 6s. In the case of the present bill, the existing price was 4s. 6d., and | 
the company proposed to fix 5s. as the maximum. | 

The CHarrMAN observed that the committee did not think 6d. too large 
a margin. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said the opponents of the bill were prepared with evi- 
dence which he thought would alter the opinion of the committee. They 
were prepared to show that 4s. 6d. should be the limit. 

The Cuatrman: Is it not the fact that the Central Company proposed 
to fix the price at 4s.? 

Mr. AncuIsaLp said he prayed this case in aid. If acompany could sup- 
ply gas at 4s. in London, it was out of all proportion to suppose that a com- 
pany at Hull could not supply it at a cheaper rate. 

The Cuatrman: Is it known under what competition the company offered 
to supply gas at 4s.? 


They were now 





| 


| 


Mr. David Sandell examined. 

He said he was the superintendent of the British Gas Company’s Works 
at Sculcoates from 1829 to 1854. On the Ist of January the price was re- 
duced, to private consumers, to 4s. 6d.,and to £4 for public lamps. He 
knew the cost of manufacturing gas in that district. The cost at the gas- 
holder was 1s. 11d., and, in his opinion, it could be delivered to the consumer 
at 2s. 53d. to leave a profit on the capital of 11 per cent. The charge of 
4s. 6d. would be an ample maximum. 

In reply to Mr. Burke, the witness stated the reasons why he quitted the 
service of the company; and further said that, in 1857, he wrote to the 
directors to ask whether he could afford them assistance in passing the pre- 
sent bill. They declined his offer, and the other side sought him. He did 
not know of any company that supplied gas at 2s. 54d., and divided a profit 
of 11 per cent. His evidence was based upon his calculations of what ought 
to be profit. 

By Mr. ArcniBALp: He had gone into the matter fully, and in calculating 
the profit he had taken into consideration the interest on capital, the wear 
and tear of plant, and other charges. 

By the Commitree: He calculated to get 9100 feet of gas from a ton of 
coal. 

Mr. Burke: Was that the result of your working when you were 
manager of the works?—No; the works were not so good then. 

What was the average of your working ?—About 8000 feet. 

In your calculations have you taken into account the depreciation .of 
plant?—I have not taken that into consideration. 

By Mr. Arcu1BaLp: With the improved apparatus now in use for maki 
gas, he did not think there was any difficulty in getting 9100 feet from a 
ton of coal. 

Mr. George Lowe, engineer to the Chartered Gas Company, 
examined by Mr. ARCHIBALD. 

He went over the Hull works in 1854. He had calculated the cost price 
at the gasholder and the price to the consumer. The cost price at the con- 
sumer’s house was 2s. 64d., and to this he added Is. 6d. for interest—10 per 
cent. on £54,000—and that brought up the price to the consumer to 4s. 0§d. 
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At 4s. 6d. the company could make a very good profit, and in his judgment 
4s. 6d. would be a fair maximum price. That would allow for all contin- 
gencies, to say nothing of the prospective increase of business and the 
certainty of improvements taking place in the manufacture. 

The Cuarrman said the committee were of opinion that the maximum 
limit named in the clause (5s.) was a fair price. 

The clause accordingly stood. 

Mr. Mruer (one of the committee) observed that he thought the limit 
too low to allow of the use of cannel coal, which was considered better for 
sanitary purposes. 

Mr. Burke said he understood there were some engineers who did not 
think so highly of cannel coal, and at present the promoters were not in a 
position to state the limit of price at which they would be able to supply 
cannel coal gas. 

Clause 11 was agreed to. 

Clause 12 was called on. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD proposed to insert a clause before clause 12, compelling 
the company to supply consumers. At present, the company were under 
no obligation whatever. 

The CuarrMAn thought the committee’s clause would meet Mr. Archi- 
bald’s views. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD thought that clause would come in as a proviso to the 
clause he proposed. It would be extremely inconvenient, indeed, if the 
supply should rest on mere inference. It should be compulsory. Such a 
clause was found in the Liverpool and other Acts. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that it would be better to consider the proposal 
after all the clauses in the bill had been gone through. 

Clause 12 was then taken. 

Mr. ArcuiBaLp proposed to insert the words “ and purity ” at the end of 
the clause, submitting that it was as essential to test the purity as well as 
the illuminating power of gas. 

Mr. Burke objected to the clause as too indefinite and doubtful, and pro- 
posed to call witnesses against it. 

Mr. Hawksley, examined by Mr. BuRKE. 

He said that nobody could define with regard to gas what was pure and 
what was impure. Chemists disagreed entirely as to what constituted 
purity and impurity in gas as regarded injury to health, and, in his opinion, 
the insertion of such a proviso would lead to endless litigation. What might 
be pronounced a pure constituent to-day, might be considered impure to 
morrow. It was the interest of companies to supply gas as pure as they 
could. In ordinary language, the greater the illuminating power of the 
gas, the purer it was supposed to be; but that was not the meaning attached 
to the term “ pure” among gas engineers. 

Mr. Copland, jun., recalled. 

He said the proviso was decidedly objectionable. Unless the word 
“ purity ” were distinctly defined, gas companies would never be free from 
litigation. It was difficult to ascertain what constituted impurity. In the 
course of a day the purifying apparatus might get out of order. Such 
accidents were inevitable. 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee thought the word “ purity” contained 
so much that was indefinite and doubtful, that it was really not a proper 
word to be introduced. 

In clause 18 the words “ to test the purity of the gas” were struck out of 
the marginal note. 

Clauses 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 were agreed to. 

Clause 16 A was proposed, enforcing a penalty for tampering with the 
meter, “ knowingly, wilfully, or by culpable negligence.” 

Mr. Hore Scorrt objected to the clause, on the ground that the General 
Act was sufficiently stringent. 

The CommirTEE thought there was ample provision under the Gas Clauses 
Act, and they objected to give special powers unless some exceptional reason 
was given. 

The clause was rejected. 

Clause 19 A was proposed, restricting the company from requiring the 
in-coming tenant to pay for arrears of gas, unless he undertook to do so. 

Mr. Hors Scorrt objected. The class of people to whom the clause would 
apply were poor people, and it would give the company power to annoy 
them, and in many instances to compel payment, inasmuch as the out-going 
tenant, who wanted to get rid of the payment himself, might allege that the 
in-coming tenant had agreed to pay the arrears. The company would also 
have power to compel payment by getting up a case of fraud and collusion 

ainst both parties. In lieu of the proposed clause, he would insert a 
clause compelling the company, after a certain number of days’ notice, to 
continue the supply of gas to houses where there were arrears of rent, and 
at the same time authorizing them to require a deposit, as security, equal to 
half a year’s rent. In the Liverpool Act there was a similar clause, com- 
pelling the company to supply all houses, if required, within a distance of 
60 yards from the main. 

Mr. O'MALLEy said the promoters were content to take the 49th section of 
the Liverpool Act as it stood. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: I am satisfied. 

The clause was accordingly inserted, in lieu of 19 A. 

Clause 19 B was agreed to. 

Mr. Hore Scorr proposed to introduce another clause out of the Liver- 
pe Act (the 50th), to compel the company to carry service-pipes into the 

ouses supplied. 

Mr. Baines, chemist of Hull, was called to prove that, at an interview be- 
tween the Guardian Society of Hull and the gas company, an offer had been 
made on the part of the latter, though not reduced to writing, to supply 
service-pipes. 

At this stage of the proceedings the committee adjourned. 


TurspAy, Marcu 23. 
The committee re-assembled this morning at twelve o'clock. 
Mr. Baines, cross-examined by Mr. O'MALLEY. 

The company never state what they charge for laying down the gas-pipes. 
They make a charge for laying on the gas, but I do not know the details, 
such as for breaking up and reinstating the pavements. The vagueness of 
the charge is our complaint. I do not know that they have varied their 
mode of charging. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Horr Scorr: There has never been any varia- 
tion that I am aware of. 

Mr. O'MALLEy submitted that it was not enough to say, with regard to 
this clause, that it was similar to one in the Liverpool Act. 

Mr. Hore Scorr said it was also in the Bath Act. 








Mr. O'MALLEY said both cases were very distinct from Sculcoates, and the 
committee could not regard those clauses as precedents, for they knew no- 





thing of the manner in which they got into the bills. The cases were en- 
tirely exceptional, as was clear from the fact that out of some 50 or 60 
similar bills, only these two had been mentioned. Sculcoates was in a 
somewhat peculiar position: the population was half rural, half urban. 
The maximum price for gas had already been fixed, and the effect of this 
clause would be to interfere with it altogether. A man might have the gas 
for a few weeks for a few shillings, and the company, having been put to a 
great expense for laying down pipes and reinstating the road and pave- 
ment, would receive no further return than that trifling sum. The com- 
we A clearly ought not to be called on to lay down their pipes beyond the 
imited distance; but they were willing now to bind themselves to provide 
the pipes and lay them down, notwithstanding the loss to which they would 
be occasionally subjected, provided that the consumer paid for the opening 
up and the restoration of the pavements, and the whole expense of taking 
the gas beyond a distance of 10 yards from a main pipe. ; Liverpool the 
restriction was to 15 yards; in Bath to 5. The company in the present, case 
—— that the limit should be 10 yards. F 

Mr. Pitkincron: Do you propose the 10 yards on any fixed data? 

Mr. O'Mautey: It was their own proposition at first. 

The Cuarrman: Is that a fact? 

Mr. O’Matxey: Yes; it was 15, but that was altered in red ink to 10. 

Mr. Hore Scorrt thought this matter could be arranged. 

Mr. PirxineTon: I think you had better see what you can do together. 

The Soxiciror for the objectors said that many of the houses had gardens 
between them and the road, and this clause, as now proposed, would prevent 
suth houses being lighted. 

Mr. O’Ma.tey consented tothe 15 yards, and the clause was then agreed to 

Mr. Hore Scorr handed in a clause which related to the painting of the 
gas standards, the supply of gas, the times of lighting and extinguishing the 
gas, and the price to be charged, &c. 

Mr. O'MALLEY also handed in a clause on the subject, but after a few 
minutes’ conference one of the clauses, somewhat modified, was agreed to 
by both parties, leaving only one of the points contained in it in dispute; 
and that was, whether the distance to which the company should be bound 
to carry their mains for the purpose of lighting public lights, on the require- 
ment of the Board of Health, shouid be unlimited, as contended for by Mr. 
Hope Scott, or limited to the extent of 60 yards, as contended for by Mr. 
O'Malley for the promoters of the bill. 


Mr. Hore Scorr said, what the Board of Health required was, that the | 


company should, as was the case at Coventry, Cheltenham, and Sheftield, 
extend their mains, when required by the Board of Health, without charging 
for them. In most cases there would be no hardship, because private con- 
sumers would arise where public lights were required; and if there should be 
an occasional main required to light an alley where no private consumers 
would reside, that would be an exceptional case. 
Mr. O'MALLEY contended that it would be unjust to call on the com 

to lay down, perhaps a mile of main, over the rural portion of the territory 
comprised in this bill, where there would be no chance of a private con- 
sumer. Some member of the Board of Health might have a villa a little 
way in the country, and he might wish the intermediate road lighted, or to 
have the gas laid on in his own house; and he might induce the passing of 
a resolution in the Board of Health which would effect those objects at our 
expense. 





The CHarrman: I understand, Mr. O'Malley, you do not object to lay 
down these mains to a reasonable limit ? 

Mr. O'Mattey: No. 

The Cuarrman: Why not leave this to arbitration, as well as other! 
matters? 

Mr. O’Mautey: We are willing to lay down mains without charge to the 
distance of 60 yards. 

The Cuarrmman: Then why not take it that the company shall be required 
to lay down mains to the distance of 60 yards, and leave it to arbitration, 
under the Kingston-upon-Hull Local Act, whether that distance should be 
increased ? 

Mr. Hore Scott: We are endeavouring to arrange the matter on that 
rinciple. We propose to accept the limit of 120 yards, the distance of two 
amps. 

r. O'MALLEY: We cannot agree to go beyond the 60 yards. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Then we must leave the point in the hands of the 

committee. 








The CuHairmMAn: What is the limit at Liverpool? 

Mr. O'MALLEY: 30 yards. 

The CuarrmAn (after deliberation) said: The committee consider that 
60 yards is a fair limit. 

Mr. Hore Scorr proposed a clause empowering the Local Board of Health 
to fix meters to test the consumption of gas in the public lamps. 

- — was agreed to, the expense to be borne by the Local Board of 
ealth. 

Another new clause was introduced, to fix the maximum charge to con- 
sumers for the use of meters. About this there was a disagreement, and 
evidence was called on the point. 

Mr. Andrews, secretary to the Equitable Gaslight Company, was called 
on the part of the Local Board; and Mr. Jnnes, engineer of the Phoenix 
Gaslight Company, on behalf of the promoters. The former placed the 
—— duration of a meter at from 8 to 12 years; the latter at barely 8. 
The former thought a fair per centage would be 10; the latter put it at 
12} to 15. The former considered the schedule of the bill high; the latter, 
low. In this state of the case a third witness was called; but before he was 
examined, 

The CHAIRMAN inquired whether objection was taken to the whole of 
the items of the schedule? 

Mr. O’Mauey: My friend now says he is prepared to agree to the three 
first items; those which affect the r, whose interests he is here to pro- 
tect; and to take a reduction on the remaining items, those which affect 
the richer consumers. 

The schedule was then privately arranged. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said there was one other clause. It is a general saving 
clause of the Corporation of Hull and the Local Board of Health. A similar 
clause was inserted in the Liverpool Act, in the Cheltenham Act, and in 
the Kingston-upon-Hull Gas Act; that is, the existing Act. 

Mr. Burke objected to this clause. Nothing was more objectionable 





than this indefinite legislation, which might, in fact, render the whole of 
the enactments of the bill altogether nugatory. 
The CHAIRMAN said the committee thought the clause should be added. | 
This closed the investigation; and the chairman was ordered to report the / 
bill to the House. 
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~~ STAFFORDSHIRE POTTERIES GAS BILL 


AND 
STOKE FENTON AND LONGTON GAS BILL. 
Fripay, Marcu 19. 


The first of these was another bill promoted by the British Gaslight 
Company (Limited), and for the same objects as the preceding one. 

Several petitions were presented against it. The first was from the 
Burslem Local Board of Health, the second from the Burslem and Lawton 
Road Trustees, the third from the Burslem and Tunstall Gas Company, the 
fourth from the Surveyors of Highways of Fenton, Calvert, &c., and the fifth 
from the directors of the Stoke Fenton Gas Company. 

Messrs. O'MALLEY, Q.C., and BuRKE ay ‘or the promoters; Serjeant 
Bexuasis for the Burslem and Tunstall Gas Company; Mr. Clarke for 
the Local Board of Health; Mr. Arcu1sBALp for the Road Trustees; and 
Mr. MEREWETHER, Q.C., for the Stoke Fenton Gas Company. 

The second was a bill promoted by the Stoke Fenton and Longton Gas- 
light Company, the object being to obtain an incorporation and power to 
increase the capital. 

Mr. MEREWETHER appeared for the promoters, and Mr. Worpswortr 
for the Newcastle Company; Mr. CLarke for the Board of Health; and 
Mr. O'Mattey and Mr. Burke for the British Gaslight Company, petitioners 
against the bill. 

Mr. O'MALLEY, in opening the case, said that he should have felt it neces- 
sary to offer some observations which would be an answer to Mr. Hope 
Scott’s address in the former case, had not the committee decided upon 
passing the preamble of that bill provisionally. The promoters of the pre- 
sent bill were the same, and the objects they sought to accomplish of a si- 
milar kind. It was objected before, and would be, perhaps, again, that this 
was legislation of the first impression; but in legislation of any kind there 
must be a first application to Parliament, some time or other, and the ob- 
jection had in reality no weight at all. His learned friend, Mr. Hope Scott, 

ad laid down before the committee what he (Mr. O'Malley) ventured to as- 
sert was very curious law, and would very much astonish the judges of the 
bar in Westminster Hall. The learned counsel was proceeding to criticize 
the remarks of Mr. Hope Scott, and to quote from the Highways Act, &c., 
when he was stopped by 

The CHAIRMAN, who said it did not appear to him to be necessary for 
the purposes of this bill that these explanations should be given. 

Mr. O’Mattey said he was only anticipating his learned friends on the other 
side, who might urge the same objections raised by Mr. Hope Scott; aud then, 
failing to call witnesses, preclude him from the right to reply to their argu- 
ments on the point of law. 

Serjeant BELuasis said the matter had been so thoroughly discussed by 
Mr. Hope Scott that he did not intend to touch upon it. 

Mr. O'MALLEy proceeded to call attention to the objects of the bill now be- 
fore the committee. The British Gaslight Company, as they had heard, had 
established branches in various parts of the country, and, amongst the rest, 
one of its most important stations was in the Staffordshire Potteries. The 
company established themselves there in 1826, when the district over which 
their works were carried presented a very different aspect to what it now 
assumed. At the time those works were erected the question whether gas- 
works could be made to pay at all, except in densely populated towns, had 
not been decided. It was a very doubtful question, and it required a great 
deal of enterprise to establish themselves in a district over which they had 
to carry their mains for miles and miles without meeting a single consumer 
of gas; and that was the state in which they found the district at that time. 
It was a time when no “ consumers’ company” nor any amount of merely 
local enterprise would have attempted the experiment. This company, 
however, did undertake it, and they extended their mains in every direc- 
tion in which there a ee of ultimately securing a trade, and 
were content to abide for several years without a dividend from their opera- 
tions in this, or, indeed, in any other place where their capital was em- 
ployed. The price of gas was -_ then; but, notwithstanding that fact, it 
was found that the introduction of gas lighting in the district tended to pro- 
mote an increase of population and an accession of trade. The very exist- 
ence of the company’s works there stimulated the operations of those who 
were engaged in house-building; and the result had been that, from this and 
other causes, amongst others, no doubt the principal being the value of the 
sub-soil of the district, where, twenty-six years ago, the country was com 
paratively a blank, there were now four or five very populous and thriving 
towns—towns to which it was difficult to assign a limit, and which, though 
marked on the plan produced as separate communities, would be, in the 
course of another twenty years, connected into one great mass of build- 
ing. At present the most important of them were Hanley, Burslem, Tun- 
stall, and Stoke Fenton. There were others, such as Wolstanton and Leng- 
ton, which were rapidly growing up into considerable towns, but were 
inferior in extent and population to those he had first named. The works 
established by this company in 1826 were called the Etruria Gas-Works, 
and were erected close to Hanley, and from that centre they supplied gas to 
Stoke, Longton, Fenton, Burslem, and Tunstall. Very recently, finding the 
— difficulty and expense of supplying Tunstall from their Etruria works, 

e company had constructed large and important works on the boundary 
of the parish of Burslem, and close adjoining to Tunstall. From the nature 
of the soil and the great extension of their mains through a district where 
no roads were formed, the company at starting sustained considerable losses, 
and through the dropping of mains, caused by the underground operations, 
“2 were obliged to maintain a constant supervision to keep them in order. 

he CHAirMan: It is a great mineral district, is it not? 

Mr. O'MALLEY said the coal and iron which abounded there were the great 
sources of the ee and wealth of the district. There was also a 
valuable potters’ clay obtained there. During the operations of this com- 
pany no other company had pushed their mains through the district so as 
to be able to supply Hanley with gas; and he would venture to say that, 
so satisfactory was the supply by this company to the inhabitants of the 
town, that a competing company was not called for. The same observation 
applied to Tunstall, with this difference, that the Burslem Company were 
a. by their deed, constituted to supply gas to Burslem and to Tun- 
stall, but they had never exercised their power in reference to the latter 
place, and had not, he believed, even extended their mains to the boundary 
of the former; because, having a contract with the Board of Health to light 
the _— lights, they had found it more convenient to obtain the assistance 
of the other company to carry it out. In the parish of Burslem, the pro- 
moters of this bil had laid down a great extent of mains, and were supply- 
ing a large proportion of the inhabitants, from which they were deriving a 
considerable income. They were also supplying, though not to the same 
extent, Stoke Fenton and Longton; so that, in point of fact, at the present 
moment they were affording a supply to every part of the district except 
Wolstanton, and were exclusively supplying Hanley and Tunstall. Last 
year the Burslem Company came before Parliament to obtain an Act giving 
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them powers to break up the soil. Although they were a local company— 
a consumers’ company—and many of the proprietors members of the Board 
of Health and trustees of the turnpike-roads in the neighbourhood, they 
felt it necessary to get the authority of Parliament to open the streets and 
lay down their mains. They felt, notwithstanding what Mr. Hope Scott 
had argued, that they had other persons to protect themselves against be- 
sides the Local Board and the Road Trustees, and that they were not secure 
against some vindictive person coming forward and preferring an indict- 
ment against them for disturbing the public highways. They sought and 
obtained powers to break up the soil to the extent of their jurisdiction— 
that was, they were empowered to lay down mains not only in Burslem but 
in Tunstall, where they had never yet laid a pipe. They also sought for 
powers of a much more objectionable character—for powers to sell their 
works to the Local Board of Health; and, several very significant intima- 
tions having been given to the promoters of the present bill that the first 
effect of that Act passing would be to compel them to remove their pipes 
from Tunstall if they did not give up the supply of Burslem, the British 
Gaslight Company went before Parliament to oppose them. Their opposi- 
tion was first specially directed to the proposal to sell to the Local Board, 
which part of their bill was thrown out; and, on that occasion, his learned 
friend (Serjeant Bellasis) argued against them, “ Why do not you come for 
a bill too? ” The British Gaslight Company said—“ It is not right that 
you should have the power of turning us out by indictment;” and a great 
deal of evidence was gone into before the committee, to establish the point 
that they had given notice to the petitioners respecting their application, 
and intimating an opinion that it would be ill-natured in them not to apply 
also. The petitioners then expressed to the committee their willingness to 
do so, because the view taken by the committee was, that they ought to 
place themselves under the restrictions of the Gas-Works Clauses Act, and 
that it was rather an invidious thing that they should be unregulated by 
any of those parliamentary restrictions. He (Mr. O'Malley) said then, as he 
was supeeel s now to say, that a company which came forward to place 
itself under the stringent provisions of that Act was securing a great benefit 
to the public. Because, notwithstanding the authority which the special 
Act for which they were now applying conferred upon them to break up 
the pavements and put down their pipes, they were bound to act in the 
matter entirely under the superintendence and direction of the Local Board 
of Health, or the surveyor of the highways, or whoever had the charge of 
the public thoroughfares of the district. The promoters were content that 
it should be so, because, in the event of their considering that that super- 
vision was improperly exercised, they were entitled to appeal to arbitration, 
to ascertain whether they had just cause to feel aggrieved or not. 


The CuarrMan: The arbitration has reference to price only? 


Mr. O’Ma.tey said it had reference to the laying down of pipes and things 
of that kind also. With respect to the sanitary objects to which allusion 
had been made, there were in this Act the most stringent clauses binding 
upon the company to prevent the contamination of water, or in any way 
creating a nuisance in the town; and these provisions were enforced by the 
imposition of heavy penalties, which under that Act were cumulative. All 
that the company asked in return for putting themselves under those pro- 
visions was, that it should not be in the power of any body of men who 
were themselves, for the most part, shareholders of a rival company to use 
their position, as members of the Local Board of Health, to prevent them 
breaking up the streets to view their mains. Those mains were there 
already; they had been suffered to be there without hindrance from 1826; 
their very existence there (because the law was in that state that a man 
might create a nuisance, and yet commit a trespass by endeavouring to re- 
move it) exposed them to the charge of nuisance; and yet the members of 
the Local Board of Health might say,“ You shall not touch your pipes, 
even to remedy defects, without being indicted.” This was really all they 
asked for; and yet, as in the former case, it was argued as though the promoters 
were seeking immense powers by their bill, and, though such was really not 
the case, they were now met with opposition. Certainly, of all the un- 
gracious oppositions he ever remembered, when he considered what passed 
before the House last year, this seemed the most ungracious. The Burslem 
Company, who had thrown in their teeth that they had given express intima- 
tion tothe British Gaslight Company, in order that they might go concurrently 
with them to Parliament, were now represented on their petition, and by 
counsel, to oppose their taking the step which they suggested as the proper 
course. Why it was he was at a loss to comprehend, except that they might 
keep the monopoly which they had acquired ; —— the erection of works and 
the supply of the public, and which they had suffered to lie without taking 
advantage of for thirty-two years. 

The CHatrMAn: They obtained these powers last year; with what view 
—in the event of your failing? 

Mr. O'MALLEY: No; absolute power, the committee thinking there was no- 
thing to prevent our coming the next year to do the same. 

The CHArrman: You light Tunstall,and they do not, though they have 
the power. In what event? 

Me O’Mattey: In any event. They have a right to say whenever they 
please that they will go into Tunstall and lay down their pipes, and will in- 
dict us if we turn an inca of soil for the purpose of repairing any of our 
existing mains there, or attempt to put in a service. 

The CuarrMan: Is there any petition or complaint from the inhabitants 
of Tunstall that your arrangements are inadequate to the supply? 

Mr. O'MALLEY: No, sir; but, on the contrary, you will have plenty of evi- 
dence how well supplied they are by us. I do not believe that the Burslem 
company care one farthing about Tunstall; but I will tell you what they 
will do. We have been carrying on a profitable business in that town for 
thirty-two years, and we have also got a great deal of property in Burslem, 
and they want to confiscate that on condition of allowing us to go on with 
our works at Tunstall. They want to force us out of Burslem and lay rough 
hands upon what we have there. To show what was in contemplation at 
the time they were before Parliament, I may say that we proposed a clause 
in committee for the protection of our works, and that clause, which was 
the usual one, and is always put in without any es a ace fought with 
greater tenacity than the principle of the bill itself. They said it was re- 
cognizing our right to be there; but the committee, nevertheless, inserted a 
clause to the effect that the Burslem Company should not, in the execution 
of any of the works authorized by the Act, take up or in any way disturb, 
interfere with, or injure the pipes or apparatus of the British Gaslight Com- 
pany, except in the case of sudden emergencies, save with the consent of 
the company’s engineer; or, in the event of disagreement, of an arbitrator, 
to be appointed by the Quarter Sessions for the county of Stafford. That 
was opposed, as I have said, most ip enagrn = their purpose being to treat 
this company as a nuisance, compel them to remove,and then put their own 
pipesdown. The Burslem Company was established in 1837, and has never 
carried a main into the parish of Tunstall although they had power to do 
so; and the allegation they now made was, that “the British Gaslight Com- 
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have been endeavouring for some time past to supply with gas the 
Sikes of Rovio and Tunstall; but with regard particularly to the 
eee parish, their success has been very indifferent, for they have hitherto 
only laid down pipes and works through the best and most central portion 
of Burslem, without attempting to penetrate into the outlying districts. 
But that was because the most densely populated portions were those first 
taken possession of, and were lighted for eleven years before the other com- 
pany wasestablished. When the petitioners commenced operations in the in- 
terest of the Board of Health, it was not possible for this company to gothere, 
and they were not under obligations to do so, because the public lights had 
been assigned to their competitors. The petition, after reciting the incorpora- 
tion of the Burslem Company, and other matters relating to their operations, 
states that they “ will be prepared ina short time to extend their mains into 
Tunstall, though hitherto their efforts have been principally confined to Burs- 
lem; that they have expended their money on the legitimate assumption that 
they should have a fair return for their exertions.” What does that mean? 
That they expended their capital with the idea of keeping out a rival com- 
pany; and, looking at it in this light, it is as strange—I will not say as im- 
pudent—an assertion as ever I heard, it having been their taunt, “ Why do 
you not come to Parliament for powers ?” and an understanding on our part 
that we would come; so that they had full notice that, if they were pro- 
ceeding on the assumption of having sole possession of Burslem, it was pro- 
ceeding on a false basis. They complain that “a —- will be inflicted 
upon them, if this bill passes, by a violation of an implied undertaking that 
they should have no interference by the Legislature so long as they con- 
tinued to supply the public satisfactorily.” Any one would suppose that 
they had undisputed possession of the locality, and would never dream that 
they were speaking of a district in which they had never put down a pipe, and 
which had been already supplied by another company for twenty-two years. 
After quoting several other allegations in the petition to the same effect, the 
learned counsel said that he very much doubted whether the Burslem Com- 
pany had any /ocus standi before the committee, and he more than doubted 
‘that the decision of Parliament would countenance one of the most invidious 
and selfish attempts to get rid of a rival company he had ever met with. The 
petition of the Local Board of Health, for which his friend Mr. Clarke 
appeared, was merely 2 petition on clauses. The next petition, that 
from the Burslem Road ‘Trustees, was signed by the very gentlemen 
|whom his friend, Mr. Serjeant Bellasis, represented—the chairman and 
|directors of the Burslem Gas Company, who thus came forward in 
an entirely new character to give force to their opposition. As far as 
he could understand, it only urged the oft-repeated complaint that one 
company alone ought to be allowed in a district, and that the roads 
would be more interfered with by two companies than by one. If this 
petition showed anything, it showed this: that these gentlemen, having got 
powers to go into Tunstall, would, as soon as they were prepared to put 
those powers in execution, turn round and declare that the interests of 
the public would imperatively demand of them, as trustees of the roads, 
that they should prevent us from extending our mains in the district. The 
other petition was from the en of highways of Fenton, and he believed 
that they stood in identically the same position to the Stoke Fenton and 
Longton Gas Company that the gentlemen he had previously referred to did 
to the Burslem Company; and the grounds of their opposition were pretty 
nearly the same. The British Gaslight Company were in exclusive pos- 
session of the supply of gas to Hanley, and were partly supplying Stoke 
Fenton; and the other company had now a bill before Parliament, which 
would have to be dealt with by this committee, by which they sought for 
powers to invade Hanley, where as yet they had not a pipe or main; to 
prevent this company from acting to preserve their mains, where they had 
already a large business, and to obtain the exclusive supply of Stoke 
Fenton, which at present was divided between them. 

The CuHarrMAN remarked that, whatever might be the result of these 
bills, it did not seem likely that the potteries would be left in the dark. 

Mr. O'MAtey said he had hoped that the committee would have taken 
this bill and the one promoted by the Stoke Fenton and Longton Gas Com- 
pany together. He believed it would be the most convenient course, and 
possibly they might find a way to reconcile the difficulties between the 
two, as their animosities were not of so old a standing as with the Burslem 
Company. 

The Cuarrman: After the statement which you have made, and con- 
sidering that there are three companies already in existence in the district; 
and taking also into consideration the fact that your company have been 
hitherto lighting the parishes of Burslem and Tunstall, while the Burslem 
Company, having possessed for some time powers to light the latter place, 
have allowed those powers to remain dormant; and taking into further con- 
| sideration the more important fact that it is not likely the public interests 
will suffer for want of light in this district; the committee would venture to 
suggest that some sort of compromise might be come to, so as to avoid a 
| considerable expenditure of time and money, otherwise the proceedings on 
| these bills threaten to be very long. : 
|. Mr. O'Maxuey: I have no doubt that, if this were a matter in which my 
| learned friend and I were plenipotentiaries, we could arrange matters in a 
| very short period of time. 
| Serjeant Beviasts: I am a plenipotentiary, but I cannot talk with you 
till youare. It is nonsense for us to be fighting here upon a matter which 
|ean be discussed in ten minutes out of the room. 
| Mr. Crarke said he appeared for the Local Board of Health, and in any 
| arrangement which might be come to, their interests must not be forgotten. 
If care were taken to confine each company to the district they already 














possessed, there would be no ground of complaint. This, he thought, 
might be done, and at the same time provision be made for an efficient 
supply of gas and the non-infringement of the interests of any persons. 

he CHarrman said this mass of bills resolved itself into a poaching case. 

Mr. O’MAtry said the company which he represented were in possession 
of all the districts, but they would have no objection to withdraw from 
certain portions, upon proper mercantile conditions; and they were per- 
fectly ready to refer the matter to the arbitration of some one competent to 
deal with it. ‘ 

The CuarrMan: The case seems to the committee to resolve itself into 
one of mutual distrust lest one company should poach upon the other, and 
it would be better that they should endeavour to come to some under- 
standing on the subject. Ifthere are any points upon which they cannot 
agree, the committee will be ready to settle them for them. 

After some conversation between the parties, it was agreed that the case 
should stand over till Monday, to enable them to come to some under- 
standing on the subject. 

The CuarrMaN intimated that the committee would be willing to adopt 
the suggestion of Mr. O'Malley, and consider the two bills together on 





Monday. 
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| 26 years. It was efficiently supplied, and the inhabitants gene 
satisfied. 


{March 30, 1858. 


Monpay, Marca 22. 
At the sitting of the committee this morning ! 
Mr. Burke stated that, after the committee broke up on Friday, he and | 

Serjeant Bellasis met, and had no difficulty in settling the case between 
the promoters and the opponents of that part of the bill which related to 
Burslem. With reference to the Stoke Fenton Bill, the promoters were 
quite willing to enter into some agreement with the parties on the other side, 

Mr. ArcHIBALD said he should have no opposition to offer, as far as the 
principle of the bill was concerned; but, on the part of the Road Trustees 
he should have a clause to propose. ° 

Mr. MEREWETHER remarked, with regard to the Stoke Fenton Bill, that 
all that had taken place was that a letter had been written to the pro- 
moters, in obedience to the wish of the committee, offering to negotiate, but 
no answer had been received. 

Mr. Burke replied: It was proposed that the promoters should supply 
Hanley, while the Stoke Company should supply Stoke, without inter- 
ference with each other. 

Mr. MEREWETHER said this was the first time he had heard of any such 
proposition. Had it been made before, they might have felt inclined to 
entertain it. 

The CHairMAN suggested that the parties should endeavour to come to 
some agreement while the committee was engaged with the Sculcoates Bill. 











TurespAy, Marcu 23. 

At the sitting of the committee this morning 

Mr. MerEwETHER said it had been proposed to make a territorial division | | 
of the district between the two companies, but the Staffordshire Potteries | | 
promoters required the Stoke Fenton Company to take some pipes and plant 
in their new district. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: £3000 worth. 

The CuarrMAn : Do they give up nothing in return ? 

Mr. O’MA.LLEy: No. 

Mr. Merewetuer: He says they will get nothing: he will get district. 

Mr. O’Matey: We are not going to give you plant of the value of £3000, 
besides a business of £600, for nothing. 

The Cuarrman: Are they willing to take the pipes at a valuation? 

Mr. MerewetHer: No; we have pipes alongside of a larger size, and 
therefore their pipes are useless to us. That position of things does not! | 
apply to us, and therefore we decline to take the pipes by arbitration. My | | 
friend calls it £3000; we call it 3000 pence. We all know that, when par- | | 
ties go to arbitration, the umpire desires to be a go-between, and then we 
shall have to pay a large sum for that which is worth nothing. | 

Mr, O’Matey: We have a business of £600 a year. | 





The compromise not being completed, 
Mr. O'Ma.tey opened his case by first putting in an agreement by which 
the British Gas Company, the promoters of the Staffordshire Potteries Bill, 1] 
had agreed to light Burslem and Tunstall, whereby the opposition of the |! 
Burslem Company was got rid of. The British Gas Company were also || 
now lighting Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, Fenton, and Longton, and the Stoke | 
— and Longton Company competed with regard to all these, except | 
anley. 

The Cuarnman: We understand that everything is settled, except wun! 
regard to the taking of a length of pipes. If you do not agree to that also, | 
will it be necessary to go into the whole case? Cannot the negotiation —| | 

Mr. MerEwetHer: There is no negotiation. The pipes are not bought: || 
we go into the whole case. Probably the committee will think it right to | 
pass both bills. | 

Mr. O'Matiey: Probably they will not. 

The Cuarrman: Does the non-arrangement as to the pipes frustrate the | | 
whole business? 

Mr. MEREWETHER: Yes. | 

Mr. O'MALLEY: Except asto Burslem. I assume the preamble as proved; 
and the only question will be as to district. The borough of Hanley has | 
been exclusively ours; in Fenton, Stoke Fenton, and Longton, we have been | 
competed with by the other company. 

The Cuatrman: Which company? 

Mr. O'MALLEY: Stoke Fenton and Longton, represented by my friend'Mr. 
Merewether. | 

et a You stated just now that you assumed the preamble as | 
prove | 

Mr. MeREWETHER: I stated just now, openly and frankly, that I supposed 
the committee would grant both bills; but directly my friend objected ‘to | 
that, of course I admit nothing. | 

Mr. O’Mattey said the British Gas Company had been actually lighting 
the districts he had named, and it was only after they had borne the burden 
of the non-dividend days that the other party had come into the field; and 
no doubt they had very successfully poached on the British Gas Company's | 
manor, for, by establishing what was called customers’ companies, they had | 
secured a large amount of custom in Stoke-upon-Trent and elsewhere in the 
neighbourhood. That party came to-day for parliamentary powers, and 
the British Gas Company asked to have their existing powers extended. 
He again offered to submit the pipe differences to arbitration; and if this | 
was not agreed to, and if, consequently, the territorial division to which he 
had adverted was not agreed to, then he asked the committee, whatever they 
might do with regard to the Stoke Fenton and Longton district proper, to 
refuse to extend their parliamentary limits to Hanley, and to preserve that 
borough to the operations of the British Gas Company, whose supply of gas 
and general management had given entire satisfaction. 

The following evidence was then adduced :— 

Mr. Copeland, of Hull, engineer to the British Gas Company, said he knew 
the Staffordshire Potteries district. There were the Etruria Works or the 
Stoke, and the Brownhill Works near Burslem. | 

Mr. O’Mautey said he would confine the committee's attention to the 
Etruria Works only, Burslem being arranged ashe had stated. 

Witness: The company have supplied Stoke, Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, | 
and Longley from the Etruria Works. We supply Hanley with gas. We! 
have 154 miles of pipe there, and have supplied the town with gas since | 
1826, with satisfaction, I believe, to the inhabitants. In the rest of that! 
district we have 43 miles of pipe. The population had much increased of 
late. The company had enlarged Brownhill. It was essential to the com- 
pany to obtain increased parliamentary powers. 

Examined by Mr. MerewreTuErR: While the population has been in- 
creasing, the prices charged by the company have been decreasing. I do 
not know whether, where we have 4} miles of pipe, you have'15. Your 
comp 7 light the public lights, which is not the most profitable part of 
gas lighting. 

Mr. H Yates, a chemist and druggist at Hanley, and a member of the 
Municipal Council, had been a consumer of the British Gas Company for 
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Cross-examined by Mr. MerEweETHER: I do not know that any intelli- 
gent person in Hanley has tested the illuminating power of the gas; but I 
tested it. (Laughter.) I found the power to be 9} sperm candles; that 
was not a high illuminating power. The test was made with a photometer 
provided by the —,- 

Samuel Edgin, of Hanley, earthenware manufacturer, was a gas consumer 
there, and considered the gas good, and reasonable in price. The price is 
4s. 6d. per 1000. 


WEDNESDAY, Marcu 24. 
The committee re-assembled this morning at 12 o’clock. 
Mr. Wynne, examined by Mr. Burke. 

The accounts relating to the works in the Staffordshire Potteries, he said, 
had been kept separate. The total amount expended on the Staffordshire 
Works was £56,535. The sum sought to be capitalized by the bill was 
£42,610; and the additional capital required for the extension of the works 
was about £30,000 Out of the £56,535, as much as £21,400 had been ex- 
pended out of profits. . ; 

By Mr. Mereweruer: He had been in the service ofthe company twenty- 
one years, but could not give the date when the last extension took place, 
as it was out of his province. . 

By Mr. Burke: There was no doubt that extensions had been made in 
Stoke. The gross revenue from that district was nearly £700 a year. 

Mr. MerEweErHeER: How much of that is profit? 

Mr. Burke objected to the question, on the ground that as an offer had 
| been made to give up Stoke to the Stoke Company, upon condition of taking 
lthe mains, the Staffordshire Company confining themselves to Hanley, it 
| might prejudice the interests of the Staffordshire to have that question 
| answered. 

The question was not pressed. ‘ 
Mr. Mereweruer then addressed the committee on the part of the 
Stoke and Fenton Company. Both companies were under a deed of settle- 
'|ment; and what the committee would have to decide was, as to the par- 
|| ticular district each company should supply. 
|| The CuarrMan: It is a question of boundary, then? 
|| Mr. MerewerTuer replied in the affirmative. There was no doubt that 
|| the committee would grant the preamble of each bill, as both companies 
|| required incorporation. To come, however, to the matters in dispute: it 
| was claimed, on the other side, that they had borne the burden and heat 
‘| ofthe day. No doubt it was true that the Staffordshire Company was the 
|| first company formed in 1827, and it was equally true that the Stoke Fenton 
|| Company did not come into operation until 1843. At that time the Stafford- 
|| Shire Company were charging 10s. The Stoke Fenton began with charging 
| | 6s. 8d.; and the consequence was that the other company followed suit, and 
|| each company had since made successive reductions, until in January last 
|| the Stoke Fenton Company announced to reduce the price to 4s. 6d., an 
| arrangement which was subsequently adopted by the other company. The 
|| original deed of the Stoke and Fenton Company gave them power to light 
|| Stoke, Fenton, and Longton, and places adjacent. With respect to Stoke, 
the Staffordshire Company had 4} miles of mains, while the Stoke Company 
had laid down 15 miles of mains in that district. With respect to Hanley, 
not only did their mains go up to that district, but they had four customers 
residing within the boundary. They asked for Hanley in this bill, because 
the main they had laid up to Hanley was larger than they would have made 
if they had not contemplated an extension with a view to supply that district. 
They also asked for permission to light Newcastle. Newcastle was an 
adjacent district, and was so placed with reference to Stoke that it was 
necessary to lay the mains across Newcastle in order to reach a portion of 
their own territory. The Newcastle Company charged 5s. to their cus- 
tomers, and it seemed a pity that, in passing through Newcastle, the Stoke 
Company should not be able to offer the Newcastle people gas at a lower 
price than they were now paying. As it was, the Newcastle Company had 
the power to come into the Stoke district; and if the present bill should be 
rejected, the Stoke Company would not possess a corresponding power to go 
into Newcastle. He might state, in passing, that they had 1300 customers 
in Stoke and Longton; that they were making a very good gas, equal to 13 
candles; and that they had given satisfaction to their numerous customers, 
among whom was Mr. Alderman Copeland, M.P., who paid them £150 for 
supplied to his works. They also sought for powers to light Trentham, 
Galverewall, and Normancott, inasmuch as no other company had done so. 
They began with a capital of £10,000; then they raised a further capital of 
£7500 by a supplemental deed among themselves, and they had borrowed 
£2000; so that they had laid out in that district about £19,000. With re- 
spect to the offer made by the other side, he was willing to assent toa division 
of the districts, but he must decline to purchase the mains of the Staffordshire 
Company in Stoke. In the case of the Staffordshire and the Burslem Com- 
nies, an agreement had been come to that the former company should 
ave Tunstall, and the latter should have Burslem; but the Burslem Com- 
y did not take the whole of the mains belonging to the other company, 
a trunk main of the Staffordshire Company, which passed through Burslem, 
being reserved by them to supply Tunstall. That case, he might observe, 
was parallel with their own position with reference to Newcastle, and might 
be adduced as an argument in favour of their claim to light that district. 
The reason why they objected to purchase the Staffordshire pipes in Stoke 
was because they were nearly all trunk mains, laid down along the public 
roads, without any collateral branches; and they would, therefore, be worth- 
less to the Stoke Company. For the sake of peace, they had offered £1000 
for the mains, though they were not worth to them a thousand pence. 
They were old pipes, laid down in 1827, and if taken up would be found of 
no use, except for sale as old iron. He therefore contended that, if the 
boundary question should be acted upon by the committee, it ought not to 
have coupled with it the compulsory purchase of the mains. They were 
content, however, to let the Staffordshire Company retain possession of what 
they had in Stoke, provided they were restrained from making any ex- 
tension there. 

The following evidence was then called on the part of the Stoke and 

Fenton Company :— 
Mr. Alderman Copeland, M.P., examined. 

He occupied large works in the district supplied by the company. He 
was one of the original promoters, in consequence of the high price and the 
inferior quality of the gas then supplied. He had long since ceased to be a 
shareholder. He paid the company about £150 a year for gas. His work- 
people approved of the gas very much. 

By Mr. Burke: He did not know what dividend the company paid. 

Mr. F. W Tomlinson examined. 
' He wasa magistrate for Stafford, and until 1853 he resided in Stoke. He 
was'a-director of the Stoke and Fenton Company. One of the primary ob- 
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purpose to supply e places within the parish of Stoke-upon-Trent, 
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‘and not taken specially for the purpose of extending the limits of the bill. 

| He could not say whether notice had been served on the owners of adjacent 

| land that it was intended to erect gas-works there. 

jeats: was-to: supply bgoed gas-on reasonable terms. It was their origina] |} 
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There had been an increase of more than 50 per cent. in the population of 
the district since the census of 1831. When they began, the price charged 
by the other company was 10s. The Stoke Company charged 6s. 8d., and 
the present price was 4s. 6d. Immediately after the company was originated, 
the commissioners of the three districts, Stoke, Fenton, and Longton, entered 
into a contract with them to supply the public lamps, and they had renewed 
the contract periodically ever since. Their mains went right up to New- 
castle, and their works were very near to the borough of Hanley, and they 
could light the whole of that district more easily than any other company. 
They had purchased land with the view to an extension of their works. 
They proposed to light Trentham, Calverswall, and Normancott, no other | 
company having applied for powers with respect to them. They were 
suburbs of Longton, and the inhabitants were anxious to be supplied. The 
rental of the Staffordshire Company in Stoke amounted to about one-eighth 
of the entire sum paid for gas by that district. The rental of the Stoke 
Company was about £5000. The bill proposed to light the whole of the 
places in the parish of Stoke-upon-Trent, which included Hanley, as wellas 
Stoke, Fenton, Longton, Newcastle, and placesadjacent. When the present 
proposal was made, a communication was received from the town clerk of 
Hanley, who is also the agent to the Staffordshire Gas Company, stating 
that the Town Council objected to the Stoke Company entering Hanley. 

By Mr. Burke: The reduction in price to 4s. 6d. was announced in 
January last year, and the arrangement took effect in October. He did not 
know whether the Staffordshire Company made the reduction first. The 
recent purchase of land was made since the introduction of the bill, for the 
—— of enlarging the works. He did not know whether notice of this 

nad been given to the owners of adjacent property, in compliance with the 
standing orders. 

The CuarrMaNn: That is a question for the parliamentary agent. 

By Mr. Burke: When he stated that the revenue was £5000, he believed 
that that amount was derived from the sale of gas alone. The dividend 
last year was equal to 10 per cent., with the addition of the bonus. 

By Mr. Knowxes: The reason given by the town clerk of Hanley for the 
refusal of the Town Council was, because there was already one compan 
in the borough; and the council had it also in contemplation to establis 
works of their own. Upon the receipt of this communication, the directors 
of the company passed a resolution to the effect that they would not inter- 
fere with Hanley so long as the Town Council :zade no hostile demonstra- 
tion against the bill. 

By the CuarrMAN: The company had not resigned their intention to 
enter Hanley, but they would leave the matter in the hands of the 
committee. 

The CHarrMAN: Then we shall not want any other evidence on that 

int. 

e* MereweTHER: Do I understand from you that the committee 
decide to limit the districts? 

The CHArrMAN said he could not pledge himself as to what the decision 
of the committee would be; but the feeling at present was that, for the 
sake of peace, it would be better to confine each company to its own district. 

It was then arranged, by the counsel on both sides, to strike out Hanley 
from the fourth clause, which was tantamount to a division of the districts 
between the two companies. 

Witness, examined by Mr. Worpswortn. 

Their works were within a short distance of Newcastle. The contract 
to buy the additional land for the extension of the works was made within 
the last two or three weeks. At present it was only an agreement to buy. 
There were about 1200 yards of land, for which they had agreed to give 
£350. There was no stipulation that the bargain was to be off should the 
present bill not pass. Their mains went close up to Newcastle. The 
present works might be enlarged, without the land recently purchased, so 
as to supply double the present quantity of gas manufactured. At present, 
the works were not sufficient to supply Newcastle. It was two miles from 
the boundary to the outlying territory belonging to Stoke. That territory 
was included in the municipal jurisdiction of Newcastle, and was, no doubt, 
lighted by the Newcastle Company. The Stoke Company was formed 
under a deed of settlement. ‘There was no power in the deed of settlement 
authorizing the company to supply gas to other places than those men- 
tioned inthe deed. The present application was sanctioned by a unanimous 
meeting of the shareholders. The question was not raised at the meeting, 
whether the directors had power under the deed to apply to Parliament for 
a bill for extending their district. He had given no opinion on the subject, 
nor had he been asked such a question. He was aware that, in 1855, the 
Newcastle Company obtained a further Act of Parliament, which gave them 
power to come into Stoke-upon-Trent. Some correspondence on the 
subject passed between the solicitors to the two companies. 

By Mr. MereweETHER: The land had been purchased under the deed of 
settlement, and not under the powers of the present bill. 

Mr. Grube, parliamentary agent, said the co:upany had power under 
the deed of settlement to purchase land in the parish of Stoke until the bill 
was passed. Notice under the standing orders applied only to new powers, 
not to those already possessed by the company under their deed. 


Mr. Young, examined by Mr. Mkrewsruer. 

He was manager of the Stoke Company's works. Their mains passed 
through Stoke, Fenton, Longton, and their suburbs. They supplied about 
1300 private consumers. There were about 15 miles of mains, two-thirds 
of which passed through comparatively unpopulated districts. A large 
portion was laid down to light public lamps, and also to supply outlyi 
districts. The rental last year was £4700 for gas alone. It was now £5 

r annum, the increase of rental having followed the reduction of price. 

rrespective of the land recently bought, there was accommodation enough 
on the present site, by a rearrangement of the works, to supply double the 
present quantity of gas. The directors had it in contemplation to enlarge 
the works, altogether independent of the result of the present application 
to Parliament. In order to light Newcastle, or even their own outlying 
districts, an enlargement of the works was necessary. The mains of the 
Staffordshire Company in Stoke would be useless to the Stoke Company. 
They were too large for the local supply, and too small to be taken as a 
substitute for their own trunk mains, which were laid down alongside. He 
estimated the cost of laying down the Staffordshire mains to be about 
£1500. They were not worth £1000 to the Stoke Company, for if taken up 
they would only be available as old iron. 

By Mr. Burke: He did not remember what the gross revenue was last 
year; he had not the books with him. The additional land on the other 
side of the canal was taken to meet the possibility of a large future demand, 


By Mr. Worpswortu: The houses in a part of Neweastle lay about on 
the same level as the works. To light that part of the town, it would be 
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necessary to force the gas down hill. It could be accomplished by placing 
the gas-receiver in a low-lying situation. 

Mr. Worpswortu, who appeared for the Newcastle Company, addressed 
the committee in their behalf. He characterized the present as a most un- 
just attempt on the part of the Stoke Company to include Newcastle in thei1 

ill. The Newcastle Company was one of the oldest established in the 
country, having been incorporated in the year 1819; and since that time 
the town and district had been lighted by them. In 1855 they applied to 
Parliament again, and obtained an extended Act, which gave them power 
to supply gas to the Stoke district, in addition to their own. 

At this stage of the learned counsel's address the committee consulted, 
and 

The CHAIRMAN announced as the result that the committee thought it 
their duty to prevent the Stoke Company from going into Newcastle at all, 

Mr. Worpswortu: Then my friend will strike Newcastle-under-Lyne 
out of the bill. 

Mr. Merewetuer: Of course we bow to the decision of the committee. 

Mr. Burke then addressed the committee on the part of the Staffordshire 
Company. The only question for the committee was this: were that 
company to retain the power possessed in their bill to light Stoke, or were 
they to be compelled to retire, and if so, upon what terms. They were 
quite willing to retire, because they wished to be no parties to an insane 
competition. But they could not be expected to give up a district where 
they were enjoying a revenue of £600 without compensation. On the other 
side it was acknowledged the district had a value, by the offer which had 
been made. All that the Staffordshire Company wanted was, that they 
should be allowed a fair return for the interest they were called upon to 
surrender; and upon this point he might say that he thought a committee 
of the House of Commons not the best tribunal to decide a question of price, 
but that it should be left to an arbitrator upon the spot. The committee 
appeared to be legislating upon the principle of confining companies to their 
own districts, and he presumed this principle would be acted upon in the 
present instance. 

The room was then ordered to be cleared. Upon the re-admission of the 

arties, 

, The Cnarrman said the committee had come to the conclusion to pass 
the preambles of both bills. They wished to act as fairly as they could 
to all the parties concerned, and at the same time to put a stop to future 
expense and litigation. They wished to confine the companies to their 
respective districts; but as the Staffordshire Company possessed property in 
Stoke Fenton, the committee thought the value of that property ought to 
be referred to arbitration. 

A clause produced by Mr. Burke for the purpose of carrying out the 
view of the committee was submitted to Mr. Merewether, and agreed to 
be inserted in the Stoke Fenton Bill; and at the same time the name of 
Stoke Fenton was agreed to be struck out of the Staffordshire Bill. 

The committee then adjourned. 





Tuurspay, Marcu 25. 


The committee re-assembled this morning at twelve. 

The clauses in the Staffordshire Potteries Bill were first taken. 

Clauses 1, 2, 3 (as amended), and 4, were agreed to. 

On clause 5 (as amended), 

Mr. CLarkeE, who appeared for the Road Trustees and the Local Board 
of Health, objected to the insertion of the parish of Burslem in the clause. 
Under the Gas Clauses Act, where a company had power to break up roads 
and streets, they also had power to supply gas in those streets. The com- 
pany had given up Burslem as part of their district, and therefore the re- 
tention of the power to break up the streets might cause considerable in- 
convenience and annoyance, without the company being enabled to confer 
any corresponding benefit, seeing that they were prohibited from supplying 
Burslem with gas. He would propose another clause, to the effect that, 
after the Lago | of the Act, it should not be lawful for the company to lay 
down pipes in the parish of Burslem without the previous consent of the 
Road Trustees. 

Mr. Burke, for the promoters, submitted that the Road Trustees would 
not suffer the slightest damage from the laying down of mains in the 
manner proposed. All that the company did would be subject to the Gas 
Clauses Act, and they could not alter the mains in any degree without the 
consent of the Road Trustees. The object of the company in taking this 

wer was to enable them to connect their works at Hanley and Tunstall. 

f any accident should occur, it would be necessary to convey gas from one 
set of works to the other, so as to keep up an efficient supply to all the dis- 
tricts they were lighting. 

After an argument, the agreement made between the two companies was 
put in, and it was stated that the clause in the bill was based upon that 
agreement. ; . 

The committee unanimously decided upon retaining Burslem as part of 
the clause. 

Clauses 6, 7 (as amended), 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 (as amended) were agreed to. 

On clause 13 (as amended), 

Mr. CLARKE said it was possible that the agreement made between the 
Burslem Company and the Staffordshire Company might fall through. 
The Staffordshire Company, in that case, would still retain their pipes in 
the parish of Burslem, and there would be no obligation upon them to 
poh the public lights if called upon by the Local Board of Health. It 
mm.» f never do to allow a company to come into a district to supply pro- 
fitable customers, and not to put upon them the obligation to supply public 
bodies when called upon to do so. He would move to amend the clause, to 
render it compulsory on the company to supply the public lights of Burs- 
lem at the request of the Local Board of Health in the event of the agree- 
ment falling through. 

The CHarrMaN understood that the agreement was compulsory. 

Mr. Burke said there was not the slightest doubt about it. But, to 
satisfy his friend, he would insert words to the effect that the company 
should be bound to light the public lamps in Burslem, when called upon, so 
| long as they should supply gas within that district. 

The offer was accepted by the other side, and the clause was amended 
accordingly. 

In another part of the same clause it was proposed by the promoters to 
strike out words compelling the company to light the market lamps of 
Burslem at the request of the public authorities. 

Mr. CLARKE contended for the retention of the words, on the same ground 
that he urged in the former case. 

Mr. BurKE said he must refuse any more concessions. It was not the 
intention of the company to light Burslem at all, 

In reply to the CommrrTTeE, it was stated that the Burslem Company now 
lighted the market lamps. 
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The committee decided against Mr. Clark2, observing that the Burslem 
Company were already bound to light the lamps in the market-place. 

The clause (as amended) was then agreed to. | 

Clauses 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were also agreed to. | 

Clause’ 19 A, giving the company power to remove defective meters, and 
clause 19B, enforcing penalty for tampering with meters, were next 
agreed to. 

The new clause, stipulating for the carrying out of the agreement be- 
tween the two companies in reference to the separation of districts, was 
next read, and ordered by the committee to stand part of the bill. 

The clause of a similar character, carrying out the agreement between 
the Staffordshire and the Stoke Fenton Companies, with reference to the 
division of their respective districts, was likewise agreed to. 

The remaining clauses inserted, taken from the Scuicoates Bill, were, a 
restrictive clause, a clause compelling the company to maintain their works, 
a clause requiring them to supply consumers within a certain distance, 
a clause enabling the company to apply test-meters, and a clause enabling 
the company to charge for the use of meters. 

Mr. CLARKE proposed to insert an additional clause, to prohibit the com- 
pany from laying down mains and pipes in the parish of Burslem except for 
the purpose of connecting their two sets of works. 

Mr. BurkKE argued that the clause was unnecessary. They were bound 
by agreement not to light Burslem, and it was as reasonable to suppose 








that they would lay down mains unnecessarily as it would be to suppose 

that they would lay down silver pipes. If restricted to a connexion between 
their two sets of works, it might be attended with inconvenience, for a case | 
might arise where, from deficiency of pressure at one set of works, it would || 
be necessary to convey the gas into the main from the other set at once. | | 
It was altogether an unnecessary restriction. The Road ‘Trustees had || 
sufficient protection under the Gas Clauses Act. | 

The committee unanimously rejected the clause. 

Mr. CLARKE proposed to insert another clause, to the effect that if the | 
Road Trustees found it necessary to alter the level of their roads, the cost of | | 
removing and relaying the pipes should be borne by the gascompany. The) 
learned counsel quoted precedents in support of his motion. 

Mr. BurKE consented to accept that part of the motion which related to | 
the removal and relaying of the mains, but he must object to have the | 
expense put upon the company. The pipes were already laid, and it was 
asking too much of the company that they should pay for alterations | 
required to suit the views of the Road Trustees. ; | 

he committee decided that the Road Trustees should be made responsible | 
for “ expense of removing and relaying the pipes under the circumstances 
stated. 

Mr. CLarke thereupon withdrew the clause. 

The bill then passed the committee. 

The clauses of the Stoke, Fenton, and Longton Bill, as amended, were 
passed without opposition. 


NOTTINGHAM GAS BILL. 
Tuurspay, Marcu 25. 

This bill, the remaining one in group A, then came on before the com- 
mittee as the last. 

Counsel for the promoters, Mr. Serjeant WRanGHaAmM, Mr. Hope Scort, 
Q.C., and Mr. Denison, Q.C.: counsel for the opponents (the Corporation 
of Nottingham, the Commissioners for Lighting and Paving, and the Local 
Board of Health), Mr. Catvert, Q.C., and Mr. BurKE. 

Mr. Serjeant WRANGHAM said he had the honour to appear with his learned 
friends in support of this bill. It was one of great importance, affecting a 
town not only of great trade and a large population, but one which was in- 
creasing, he Letloved, at a greater ratio than any other town in the kingdom. 
It might sound singular to say so; the fact was, that the increase of Notting- 
ham had been long checked by the existence of a large circle of commonable 
land belonging to the freemen, which hemmed in the town on every side, 
and upon which, therefore, it was impossible that buildings could be extended. 
In 1845 an Act was passed under which this land could be let for buildin, 
purposes; consequently, the disposition to expand, which had been checke 
for a long time, burst out about the years 1852 and 1853, and had been in- 
creasing ever since in a wonderful proportion. He found that the gas com- 
pany, which in 1842 had a share capital of £40,000, found it necessary in 
1849 to increase their capital to £85,000; and again, in 1853, supposing that 
the increase of buildings and population would be very large, from the circum- 
stances he had mentioned, and presuming that they were looking ahead ten 
or twelve a they increased the capital from £85,000 to £200,000. They 
now found that £200,000, which they thought at the time would carry them 
over a dozen years from 1853, was in the present year, 1858, all but ex- 
hausted, and that it would be completely absorbed before the end of the year. 
They now came to Parliament to double that capital from £200,000 to 
£400,000. Now, this was a large population—one of that industrial character 
which distinguished almost all the large towns north of the Trent, and it 
would have been necessary, there being considerable oP ition to the bill, 
for him to have explained more than would be agreeable to the committee, 
but not more than would be required, respecting the provisions of the bill. 
But the delay which had occurred in taking the bill had not been misem- 
ployed. He was happy to be able to state to the committee that his task and 
their time would be greatly abridged by what had taken place. He might 
state that the parties promoting and the parties opposing the bill were in the 
way to settle all the main points at issue between them; and if the commit- 
tee would give them till to-morrow morning, they would be prepared with 
the requisite clauses for carrying out the arrangements. Some few points 
might arise, no doubt, upon the clauses, which it would be necessary 
to ask the committee to decide for the parties; therefore, he did not 
propose to occupy the time of the committee by giving a statement such 
as would be requisite if they were going to fight the bill. It would be 
a misplaced and undue trespass upon their time, seeing that they were settled 
as far as the main provisions of the bill were concerned. The best course for 
him to follow would be simply to call a witness to prove the leading points 
in the preamble of the bill, and then, possibly, the committee would think it 
a saving of time to give till to-morrow morning, when they would come with 
the clauses in the proper shape ; and should there be any little points re- 
quiring the decision of the committee, they would occupy but a very short time. 

In reply to the CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. Burke said there would be no difficulty as to b panting the preamble. 

Mr. William Booker examined. 

He stated that he was an architect and surveyor, and had resided in 
Nottingham all his life. He was well acquainted, professionally, with the 
town and its neighbourhood, and was officially connected with the Nottingham 
Enclosure Act. Buildings had extended very much in the direction of the 
land now in process of enclosure, during the time that had elapsed since 
the enclosure. Fifteen houses were erected in the first year after the allot- 
ments were made in 1848; in 1849 there were 59 houses erected ; in 1850 there 
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buildings and national schools; in 1852 there were 273 houses, besides schools 
and foundries; in 1853 and 1854 there were 676 houses erected, besides 
factories and mechanics’ shops; and during the years 1855, 1856, 1857, and 
1858 down to the present time, there had been erected 1609 houses and 12 
factories, besides bleaching-works and other minor dwellings; making a total 
since the enclosure of 2734 houses, 32 factories, 5 dressing establishments, 
besides washing-houses, foundries, and workshops. He had no doubt that 
the progress which had taken place would continue in a very considerable 
ratio. Last week he had notice of 30 houses being commenced. In Notting- 
ham the consumption of gas was common to all classes of inhabitants, and 
in order to keep pace with the increasing population, he had do doubt it 
would be necessary for the gas ped to have increased capital. The new 
— included in the present bill would, of themselves, require a separate 
ant. 

“ Mr. Hore Scorrt said the promoters were in the hands of the committee 
as to the amount of the evidence they might wish ; sutlicient had been given 
to prove the preamble of the bill. 

The CuatrMAN: There is no competing gas company, is there? 

Mr. Horr Scott: None; itis simply the extension of the existing company. 

Mr. Pitxineton: What is the population of the district ? 

Mr. Hors Scorr: Nottingham, and the district proposed to be included in 
the bill, has about 150,000. Nottingham itself will be about 100,000. 

The Cuarrman: Who are the parties who appear to oppose ? 

Serjeant WrancHam: The Corporation of Nottingham and the Lighting 
Committee; but they have one common interest. Their object is to cut 
down the charges and the profits of the company; and, to a certain extent, 
they will be successful. 

r. Prtxineton: The further capital is only required for an anticipated 
increase ? : 

Serjeant WrancHam: Yes; it is to meet the yearly increase of popula- 
tion. Not only had houses multiplied in these outlying districts, but 
enormous factories had been erected, which consumed a vast quantity of gas. 
He believed one of the outlying districts, Arnold, had now a population of 
something like 5000, when a few years ago it was a miserable hamlet. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: We way as well give you some information as to the 
capital. The existing capital has been exhausted, or nearly so. 

he CuarnMAN: The 200,000—it is proposed to double that ? 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Yes. 

Mr. Pizxtneton: It seems to be a large outlay for the population. 

Serjeant WRaNGHAM: It was not so large as appeared. Up to 1853 the 
capital was a 10 per cent. capital; it was now a capital with a maximum 
dividend of 5 per cent.; and, in order to reduce it to that, the old 10 per 
cent. capital, in 1853, consisting of about £56,000, was turned into a 5 per 
cent. capital by doubling the nominal amount, so that it became a capital of 
£112,000 nominally, at 5 per cent. 

Mr. Prxineton : That makes a material difference. 

Serjeant WrancuamM: If the committee desire any further information 
we are ready to give it. 

The Cuarnman: Perhaps you will call the secretary, or the manager, who 
will speak as to the amount of capital. 

Mr. Hawksley, C.E., examined by Mr, Serjeant WraxcHam. 

He said he had been connected with the Nottingham works from their 
commencement in 1834. It was the first gas-works with which he was ever 
connected; and, since then, he had been called in as a consulting engineer 
by almost every gas company in the kingdom. In the year 1842 the capital 
of the company was £39,000. 

Mr. Miter: Does that mean capital expended ? 
Witness : Yes; capital expended. More had been expended, in fact, be- 
cause profits had been applied upon the works. 
| By Serjeant WrRaNGHAM: In 1849 that capital was increased from £40,000 
| to £35,000. Up to 1853, the amount of capital bearing a 10 per cent. divi- 
| dend was only £56,250. In that year it was thought desirable to have a 
| large accession of capital to meet the increase of population and buildings, 
and at the same time to avoid raising the price of gas. For that purpose, it 
| was thought expedient to introduce a new capital, at a maximum limit of 
only 5 per cent., instead of 10 per cent.; and, in order to avoid the inconve- 
nience of having a part of the capital at 10 per cent., and a part at 5 per 
!eent., the £56,250 already existing at 10 per cent. was converted into a 
capital of £112,000 at 5 percent. This was effected by changing the value 
' of the shares from £25 to £50, and diminishing the rate of interest to be paid 
|upon them; and in that way they represented a capital of £112,000. Then 
' the company took power to raise £87,000 in that year at 5 per cent., so as to 
|make up an entire capital of £200,000. In doing this, the company thought 
they were providing for a much longer period of time than that in which that 
|| capital had been absorbed. His anticipation was that it would last ten years, 
|‘ and it had all gone in five; and it was the fact that there were works in pro- 
|‘ gress which at the end of the year would leave the company minus two or 
three thousand pounds. Judging from the rapid rate at which the popula- 
| tion had increased of late years, he thought it rn le to suppose that 
| within a certain period of time the company would require double the capital 
‘they had at present. He had always found, in well-conducted gas-works, 
|‘ that the increase of capital took aap at the rate of 5 per cent., while the in- 
| erease of population went on at the rate of 3 per cent. 
|| Mr. Mrtter: Do you come to Parliament with the concurrence of the 
|, shareholders ? 
| Serjeant Weancuam : Oh! perfectly. 











Mr. Mrtxer: Is it necessary to prove that > 
Serjeant Wrancuam: Not at all. The bill comes with the common seal 
| of the company, which proves that it has the concurrence of the shareholders. 
|| ‘The Cuarrman said he did not think it necessary to trouble Mr. Hawksley 
|| with any further questions. 
|| Serjeant WrancHam: Perhaps the committee would think that sufficient 
evidence had been given to prove the preamble; and, as he had said, he hoped 
or aaa morning a very few minutes would enable them to dispose of 
|, the bill. 
| The room was then cleared, and on the readmission of the parties 
|| The CrarrMan said the committee declared the preamble proved. If there 
|| were any clauses unopposed, perhaps they might be taken then. 
| Mr. Burke thought no time would be saved by that course. 
‘ be CHatrman: Then we will proceed with the clauses to-morrow at 
|| twelve. 
The committee then adjourned. 





| Fripay, Marcx 26. 

| The committee on this bill re-assembled to-day at twelve o'clock. 

|| _ The clauses of the bill were taken, Mr. DENNISON stating that he believed 
| the terms were all settled. 

|| Clauses 1 to 5 were agreed to; clauses 6 to 10 were struck out; clauses 
{| 11 to 14 (as amended) were agreed to; clauses 15 and 16 were struck out; 
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were 59; in 1851 there were 39 houses, a factory, 8 almshouses, arboretum | deus 17 (as amended) was agreed to; clause 18 was struck out ; clauses 


19 to 23 (as amended) were agreed to. 

The new clauses ordered to stand part of the bill by consent were, clause 
A, defining the rate of dividend; clause B, specifying the quality of the 
company’s gas; clause C, empowering the company to erect a meter to test 
the illuminating power of the gas; clause D, empowering Town Council to 
test illuminating power; clause E, directing cost of experiment to be paid 
according to the event; and clause F, giving effect to the Act on the 
Ist of July. 

The CuarrMan declared the bill passed, and stated that he would report 
it with the amendments to the House. 





Legal intelligence. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Tvuespay, Jan. 26. 
(Before the Lonps Justices oF APPEAL.) 

TINKLER ”?. THE BOARD OF WORKS FOR THE WANDSWORTH DISTRICT. 

Mr. Bacon, Q.C.: My lords,—This case now comes on in u complete form. 
You may recollect it was first before your lordships in the shape of an appeal 
motion, from an order of Vice-Chancellor Stuart; and before the case had 
been argued at any great length, it was agreed by all parties that it had 
better be brought on in the shape of a motion for decree. I appear for the 
plaintiff, Mr. Tinkler, who has every reason to believe he will receive the 
relief he now seeks. The appeal, as you may very probably recollect, was by 
the defendants, the Board of Works for the Wandsworth District. The 
plaintiff filed his bill for an injunction in Vice-Chancellor Stuart’s court, and 
the defendants were dissatisfied with his honour’s order, and appealed. The 
plaintiff is the owner of certain property, called Ford’s Buildings, at Batter- 
sea; and on that property 39 small houses were built, which are let prin- 
cipally to weekly tenants of the lower class. The complaint that he makes 
is, that the defendants, acting under an Act of Parliament, gave him notice 
to do certain things in the way of altering his houses, and upon his declining 
to do that,—under the circumstances which I will state to your lordships,— 
they threaten to enter his property, and do it themselves. He files his bill, 
praying that they may be restrained from entering and destroying his pro- 

rty, and from interfering or pulling down the privies attached to the 

ouses, and converting the whole of them, or any of them, into water-closets. 
Before the month of January of last year, the bill alleges that there was no 
sewer or drain made of sufficient size within 100 feet of any part of the tene- 
ments in question. There are privies attached to all the houses, and they 
were from time to time cleaned out and the soil removed from them. The 
plaintiff, who was desirous of making a drain to carry off the water, applied 
to the defendants, in the month of December, 1856, in order to make such 
drain. No reply was made to his application ; but on the 27th of January, 
1857, they caused a notice to be served on Richard Bacon, the bailiff or agent 
of the plaintiff, requiring him to execute certain works. The things that the 
plaintiff undertook to do are all done. 

Mr. Lewis: I say that nothing has been actually done. 

Mr. Bacon: That proceeding, although taken by the Board of Works for 
the Wandsworth District, is clearly, I apprehend, taken under the Act of 
Parliament of the 18th & 19th Victoria. hat the defendants now say is 
that, although they gave the notice under that Act of Parliament, chapter 
121, they have a right to resort to other powers which are contained in 
chapter 120. We say they gave us no notice under that chapter, and, there- 
fore, they have no right to resort to those powers; because any appeal must 
be to the Board of Works—the same persons who have done the wrong—and 
they are the only tribunal to decide whether there should be a remedy. 
The notice which was served upon us proves of itself that it was issued in 
respect of a nuisance, and chapter 120 does not at all relate to nuisances. 
The 11th section of chapter 121 gives local authority to the Board of Works, 
and the power to enter for the following purposes:—First, to examine such 
premises where nuisances exist; secondly, to inspect works ordered by a 
justice or justices of the peace to be done, under this Act, by an order first 
obtained; and, thirdly, to remove a nuisance or nuisances where such exist. 
The 12th section is the section which provides for the only mode by which 
nuisances are to be dealt with. It provides as follows :—‘ In any case where 
a nuisance is so ascertained by the local authority to exist, or where the nui- 
sance in their opinion did exist at the time when the notice was given, and 
although the same may have been since removed, and is in their opinion 
likely to occur again, or be repeated on the same premises or any part 
thereof, they shall cause complaint to be made before a justice of the peace, 
who shall issue a summons on such persons, being the owners or occupiers of 
the premises where the nuisance arises, to appear before two justices at the 
Petty Sessions, who shall make an order in writing for the abatement of the 
nuisance, and for the payment of all costs.’”” The 13th section enables the 
justices by their order to require the persons on whom it is made to provide 
sufficient privy accommodation to preserve the health of the tenants of such 
house or premises. The justices have not at all been called into action, and 
if, instead of troubling your lordships with this case, they had applied to 
them, this matter would have been decided long ago. The justices may 
require proper things to be done,—and the first mentioned is to provide suffi- 
cient privy accommodation,—and then any person not obeying the order of 
the justices shall be liable to a penalty. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: I suppose that that Act of Parliament, in 
some part of it, authorizes the Board of Works for the Wandsworth District 
to proceed without any order of such justices. 

Mr. Bacon: So they say. The 40th section provides for an appeal 
against any order to be made under this Act of Parliament to the Quarter 
Sessions in the ordinary way. The notice served was on the 26th of January. 
The houses in question are on the side of the road leading from Wandsworth 
to Vauxhall Bridge. It isa row of small houses, with gardens behind, which 
are about 50 feet in length, and about 11 feet wide. Behind the gardens to 
the north there is a large piece of ground, extending to the river hames, a 
portion of which is garden ground, and a part of it a factory. It is distant 
from the river Thames about a furlong. The notice was given under the 
Nuisances Removal Act, and under that alone, although the title was under 
the Metropolis Local Management Act. That is a longer Act, and contains 
many more provisions relating to them asa local board, and makes them a 
board for the purpose of effecting the objects of the other Act of Parliament. 
In consequence of that notice being served on the plaintiff, he, in the month 
of February, 1857, went to the defendants, telling } that no inconvenience 
or nuisance arose from the privies, that the occupiers of the cottages were sa- 
tisfied with them, and that the conversion of them into water-closets would 
be a to their health, and would occasion obnoxious smells, and per- 
petually be getting out of order. The plaintiff admitted the desirableness of 
draining the houses into a sewer, and was willing to do it if it was possible 
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sewer made by the defendants. He objected to convert the privies belonging 
to these houses into water-closets, and the chairman of the board stated to 
the plaintiff that it was their practice to do away with all privies and substi- 
tute water-closets, and that they would construct a sewer, so that the drains re- 
uired by the notice might bemade. That is the real substance of the complaint. 
e sewer has since been made, and the drains have been made to communi- 
cate with it, and the plaintiff still insists that he is not bound to obey the 
commands of this local board. Turning the privies into water-closets would 
be a source of great expense, and would entirely disagree with the habits of 
the people who inhabit the cottages. I submit that if the existence of the 
privies was a nuisance, it would fall under the Act of Parliament I have first 
mentioned, chapter 121, and that the defendants, if they had thought fit, 
ought to have proceeded before justices of the peace as to the abatement of 
that nuisance. The defendants thought so themselves, because they gave 
their notice to my client treating the privies as a nuisance. They insist that 
their high commands are to be obeyed, and that there should not be such a 
thing as a privy in the whole neighbourhood. In April, 1857, and not till 
then, they caused a proper sewer to be made within 100 feet of the eastern 
extremity of the premises; and thereupon the plaintiff himself caused proper 
drains to be constructed for the purpose of carrying the water into the sewer, 
caused the cesspools to be stopped up, and obtained un estimate for altering 
the privies into water-closets, which he found would cost him 4£7 a-piece. 
So matters went on until June, and then the defendants served another 
notice on him. On the 8th of June the second notice was served, addressed 
to Mr. Richard Bacon, he being the plaintiff’s manager and bailiff, which by 
the Act of Parliament is deemed to bea sufficient service on the plaintiff 
himself. That notice was to the effect as follows :—‘‘ Notice having been 
served upon you to do certain works, and the time mentioned in such notice 
having expired without such works having been completed, the Board of 
Works for the Wandsworth District hereby give you notice, that their work- 
men and contractors will enter the premises and complete the works after 
seven days’ notice.”” The power they propose to exercise is derived under 
the Nuisances Removal Act. They sent that notice, and thereupon the 
plaintiff wrote to his solicitors, and a correspondence ensued, which would 
appear to show conclusive reasons why the board should not proceed with 
at notice, and a letter was received from the clerk of the Board of Works, 
saying that the terms of the notice must be strictly complied with, and that 
in default the works would be executed by the board. The section which 
they < Board of Works) say empowers them to do what they have done is 
the 73rd. It enacts—‘“ If any house or building, whether built before or after 








the commencement of this Act, situate in any parish or district, is found not 
to be drained by any drain or sewer, to the satisfaction of the board; and if 
such be not within 100 feet of such house or building, it shall be lawful for 


into such sewer a drain of such size as shall be adequate to the house or 
building ; and also such privies and water-closets as shall be necessary. And 
if the owner of such house or building neglect, after 28 days, to begin to con- 
struct such works, it shall be lawful for the vestry to do the same, and to 
recover the expense incurred thereon, in the manner herein provided.” There 
was no sufficient sewer made by the defendants, but when they did make one 
the plaintiff thereupon made the necessary drains. There, your lordships 
see, that water-closets and privies are spoken of as separate things. . There 
is no intention in the Act of Parliament, it is plain, to put down and abolish 
all privies for ever, as they want to do. 

Mr. Mains: All we say is, that they are not to exist where they are in- 
consistent with the health of the inhabitants, and where there is a suflicient 
drainage, as there is in this case. 

Mr. Bacon: The charge, which I will prove to your satisfaction, is, that 
they insist that there should be no privies in this district. The Act of Par- 
liament provides, that if any drain, water-closet, privy, or cesspool, be in a 
bad condition, and injurious to health, they are to be filled up; and if not 
done by the proprietor after notice given, it is to be done by the vestry, and 
at the expense of the owner. Those are the only clauses to which I think it 
is necessary to refer your lordships. There is an affidavit by the plaintiff 
which verifies the facts stated in the bill, and states that the occupiers of the 
cottages have and are now in possession of excellent health; that privies are 
much better suited to their habits, and are much less liable to create a nui- 
sance than water-closets would be; and that they are amply sufficient, within 
the meaning of the Act. He says, that during the prevalence of the cholera, 
no oecupiers of the cottages were ufflicted with that complaint, and that the 
cottages are reputed to be the most healthy in the neighbourhood, A similar 
fact is stated in the affidavit of Richard Bacon, who says that for twenty-one 
years past he has resided in the cottages, and he thinks the present aecommo- 
dation sufficient, and thinks that any alteration, instead of furthering the 
health of the inhabitants, would be most prejudicial to them. He a!so says 
that the tenants have expressed their dissatisfaction at the proposed change. 

Lord Justice Knient Bruce: It is impossible to say whether one a day at 
least wou'd not be broken. 

Mr. Bacon: He says the place is kept in a proper manner; and then there 
are affidavits by several of the inmates of the cottages who have occupied 
them for a great number of years, and who say that the present accommoda- 
tion is quite sufficient. There is an affidavit by Mr. Howell, of Wandsworth, 
asurgeon. He says he knows the place, and he states that the tenants of the 
cottages have been entirely free from cholera and other epidemic disorders, 
although the houses in the immediate neighbourhood have suffered severely. 
Those are met by an affidavit from a Mr. Steel, an inspector appointed by 
Government, who says that in December, 1856, he surveyed the sanitary 
condition of the houses in Ford’s Buildings. He says he found the whole of 
such houses in a state which was highly prejudicial or injurious to the health 
of the occupiers thereof, and of the inhabitants in the immediate neighbour- 

ood; and was informed that on the occasions of heavy rains falling, the 
water overflowed the premises. He says there were about four persons, cn 
an. average, living in each house, and that the wells were dry. When Mr. 
Price, of the great Patent Candle Company, deepened his well, it was the 
natural consequence of such an operation that these wells were for a short 
time in a dry state, and since they have been dug deeper, they have been 
supplied with a plentiful supply of good water. Upon that your lordships, I 
trust, will think that the evidence is clear, and that Mr. Steel is under a great 
mistake, Then he speaks of the notice of the 8th of June, and the corre- 
spondenes which ensued, which I will not trouble your lordships with. He 
says: “In consequence of a well wich has recently been sunk, two wells are 
almost. useless, and numerous and loud complaints have been frequently made 
to me by the occupiers of the houses of the want of a proper supply of water. 
There is now being constructed unZer the order of the plaintiff six ha dust- 
bins, and they are most objectionable, inasmuch as they are much too large, 
and there are not enough of them.’’ He seems to have taken the tenants of 
these houses under his special protection, that they should each have a dust- 





| bin. With respect to the application which was made by the plaintiff before 


to be done. It was in vain for him so to do unless there was a sufficient | he was called upon to drain into a sufficient sewer, all that Mr. Steel says is, 





the vestry or board to require the owner of such house or building forthwith | 


or within reasonable time, to construct or make from such house or building | u 
| contents of the cesspool. We have no right to do so. Ido not think the 





that he has no recollection of receiving any application from the plaintiff or 
his agents, as in the plaintiff’s bill mentioned, and he is not the proper per- 
son to receive any such application, or give any such direction; so that he 
made an application is not at all contradicted or met. There is an affidavit 
of Mr. Corsellis, who is the clerk of the Board of Works for the Wandsworth 
District; there is the affidavit of Mr. Young, surveyor, of Battersea, who 
says he knows the property, and that he is the surveyor of the defendants. 
He says thet before January, 1857, there was a sewer on the south side of 
York Road, Battersea, into which the houses might have been drained, the 
same being 100 feet from such houses. He has read Steel’s affidavit, and 
says that it is the practice of the defendants to require, in all cases where 
drainage can be provided to carry off the water, the owners of houses to fill 
up all cesspools on their premises and to turn their privies into water-closets, 
and of this the plaintiff was informed. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: In all cases where there are privies they are 
to be turned into water-closets. Where is the law for that? 

Mr. Mauins : I entirely disclaim it. 

Mr. Bacon: It is their general practice to insist on the conversion of privies 
into water-closets. Mr. William Conner is the medical officer of health for 
the district of Battersea appointed by the Board of Works, and he says, “I 
did, in February, 1857, send in a report of the state of Ford’s Buildings, 
Each house has an open cesspool containing, on an average, about 300 tons 
of night soil, and only two ppmps which are available to them, and which 
are sometimes dry. I think that is a thing most injurious to the health of 
the occupiers of these houses.’’ He does not giveonesingleinstance. There 
is an affidavit of Richard Bacon, who says he has read the several afii- 
davits, and he says that the overflow of the cesspools mentioned in the third 
paragraph of Steel’s affidavit was intentionally allowed to take place. Upon 
these facts, proved as they are, I submit to your lordships that I am entitled 
to the injunction which the Vice-Chancellor granted, and which you are asked 
to alter on appeal. These are the issues between the parties. The plaintiff 
complains that the defendants have endeavoured to make an oppressive use 
of these Acts of Parliament against him; that if there exists any nuisance 
at all at Ford’s Buildings, the proper course would be to apply to the justices 
of the peace under chapter 121, and the defendants themselves thought so. 
Their constitution is created by chapter 120, and that being so, they availed 
themselves of powers that chapter 121 gives them, and they issued a notice 
that the nuisances which they specified ought to be removed. The cesspools 
have been cleaned out, and drains have been made, and, in fact, everything 
done excepting this; that the plaintiff insists that the defendants have no 
right to require him to incur the expense of changing his privies into water- 
closets, which would not be more useful, and might be inconvenient. We 
have made a communication with the new sewer. 

Mr. Mauins: They have only made a communication for surface-water. 

Mr. Bacon: We have made no communication with the sewer for the 


Commissioners of Sewers would permit it. It has not been done, and there 
is no necessity for its being done. The cesspoois and the brick-pits which 
are below the privies are two totally different things. The cesspools which 
have been complained of are filled up. A cesspool is a pit dug somewhere 
into which all the drains run; the water percolates through the earth, and 
8o gets away. 
Mr. Matixs: What we mean by the cesspools to be cleaned and filled up 
are the cesspools of the privies. 
Lord Justice TURNER: What, if they are filled up, will become of the soil ? | 
Mr. Maurys: There will be a drain which will carry it away to the sewer. | 
Mr. Bacon: The question really is, whether the defendants have a right | 
to publish a little Act of Parliament of their own, enacting that there shall 
be no such thing as a privy in their district. All the cesspools have been 
filled up, so that, even if that was a nuisance, it exists no longer. All the | 
ae have been properly whitewashed, and the drains properly made. | 
ustbins have been provided; but the complaint is, that they are too large, | 
a matter which, as I apprehend, would be dealt with by the magistrates, and 
not by your lordships. The proceeding under the Act of Parliament has been 
entirely erroneous on their part. By referring to it they will find that privies | 
are not treated as nuisances. On the contrary, where a privy is there is no 
pretence for making a water-closet. 
Lord Justice Knigut Bruce: Speaking of the cesspools as distinct things, 
I do not know whether Mr. Malins desires the abolition of those. 
Mr. Bacon: Whether they desire it or not they have been abolished. 
Lord Justice Knicgut Bruce: The questions are, first, the dustbins are | 
too large; and, secondly, that the brick-pits under the privies ought to be 
converted into water-closets. What is the third question > 
Mr. Mains: The supply of water is a part. 
Mr. Bacon: That is a question at issue. | 
Lord Justice Ky1cgutT Bruce: How do you require that to be done? | 
Mr. Mauins: By having a proper supply from a water company, without | 
which we say these dwellings cannot be wholesome. We do not care about 
the place where it comes from. If there is a sufficient fall from the heavens, | 
and they catch it in a tank, that will be quite sufficient. | 
Mr. Bacon : I say that I have made out a clear case to have that injunc- 
tion which the Vice-Chancellor granted. | 
Mr. ScuomBere : I appear with Mr. Bacon for the plaintiff. There cannot. 
be the slightest doubt that, according to the contention of my learned friends, | 
they consider themselves a despotic body, and whatever they choose to say | | 
everybody must be bound by. Looking at this Act of Parliament, I submit | 
it must be considered strictly as if it were a penal Act in all respects. Under} 
the Metropolis Local Management Act, it is plain that the defendants, | 
acting under that Act, had no power to direct privies to be made into water- | 
closets at all. The 73rd, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, and the 85th sections recog- 
nize and approve of a privy as a thing to exist and continue, and not to be! 
done away with. It would be better for the plaintiff, than to succumb to| 
this paltry body, to sell his houses, and have nothing more whatever to do 
with them. The clause which is most favourable for my learned friends 
throughout is the 85th, and it is certainly very ample; and there it says that 
they may give notice to do the necessary works—but they are not to point 
out what they consider necessary works. Their notice should have been to 
do the necessary works to remedy the nuisance or defect which is alleged. 
There is no clause which renders it incumbent on parties to get an extra 
supply of water. I say there was no sufficient sewer when they gave their 
notice. They contend that there was a sufficient sewer, and, if not, there 
was one about to be constructed. I say that the affidavits contradict that 
assertion distinctly. : 
Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: I take it to be proved that there was no 
sufficient sewer. ’ 
Mr. SchomBereG: Mr. Tinkler says he attended on the 4th of February in 
consequence of receiving a notice, and that the defendants laboured under @ 
mistake in supposing there was a sufficient sewer. There was a drain made, | 
but not a sufficient one. ] 
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vestry to cause the same to be so constructed ; and they may be at liberty to 
recover the money for so doing in the manner hereinafter provided. Then 
it sets out the manner in which they should proceed to recover the expense 
laid out in constructing the works. The 85th section is strongly applicable 
to the present case. It is to the following effect :—That if, on inspection, 


rf rd Justice | Kwicut Bruce: What is meant by “* two feet from the 

| surface?” hae 

| Mr. Scuomperc: The depth of the drain is two feet from the surface ? 

| Mr. Bacon: All you had to dig was two feet before you came to the drain. 
Mr. Mattns: The top of the drain is about five feet from the surface, 














according to our proposal. d ; ; 
| Lord Justice Knreut Bruce: Does it run into the Thames : 
Mr. Bacon: It goes into some large sewer. 


Mr. ScoomBERG: We say we allowed the cesspools to overflow, in order to | 


' compel them to give us a sufficient sewer to carry off the overflow of water. 
The object was to carry off the rain-water from the roofs of our houses. 

| Mr. atans: We never had in our minds that a cesspool of water was a 
| nuisance. my : 

| Mr. ScuomperG: They say, admitting there was no sufficient sewer, under 
jthe 74th section we were about to construct one. The evidence shows that 
jat that time they gave us that notice they were not about to construct one, 
|and that the little miserable drain they had constructed was not sufficient. 
{Under the 8lst section the board say, “ We claim to tell you what you 
| should do with your property.” Under that section a privy is spoken of as a 
distinct thing altogether. I say that any person of ordinary capacity, not 
‘being a lawyer, would interpret it in this way: he would say that “* water 
apparatus” applies to ‘‘ water-closet,” and “ the privy and ash-pit to be 
covered with proper doors and coverings” are a separate thing. All the 
defendants had a right to do was to do the necessary works for remedying 
what is called a *‘ nuisance” on their side. I ! we have done everything 
necessary. We have filled up the cesspools and have made dustbins, there- 
fore they can have no possible right whatever to come and enter our pro- 
perty. Then my learned friend says, “Oh! if you feel yourself injured 


you have a remedy under the Act; you have a right to appeal.’ Appeal to | 


whom? Appeal to these gentlemen! It is like the case of servants appeal- 
ing to their masters, and of course the probability is that they would be 
supported by their masters. It may be considered ab eodem ad eundem. 
The defendants have not put themselves within this Act of Parliament, and 
they have taken the wrong course to put themselves within it. If they pro- 
ceeded under the first Act, why did they want to proceed under the second ? 
They had no authority under the second Act except that which was given 
them by the first Act. It is perfectly manifest that they intended to proceed 


under the second Act, and not under the first; because, if they thought of | 


proceeding under the first Act, there was no occasion for them to entitle it 
under the second ; whereas, if they intended to proceed under the second Act, 
|they must entitle it under the first Act, to show that they were the local 
authority. 
Lord Justice Knigut Bruce: Were those workmen that entered on the 
property, and who were prevented from proceeding by the injunction, there 
| for the purpose of making water-ciosets ? 
Mr. Bacon: Yes, they filled up the privies or cesspools. 
|| Mr. Scoomperc: When the defendants intended to proceed according to 
|| the Local Management Act, they so entitled it. I hold in my hand no less 
than 25 different documents which are so entitled. 
|| Lord Justice Knicur Bruce: The question seems to me to resolve itself 
|| into a question of water-closets. (Laughter.) 
Mr. Bacon: That is exactly what I stated, my lord. 
| Mr. ScuomBerG: I think our witnesses have given the most rational de- 
scription of what would occur if these privies were converted into water- 
closets. They would be stopped up in frosty weather, and the pipes, perhaps, 
would burst, and so on. 
Lord Justice Knigut Bruce: The inhabitants muster 201, do they > 
Mr. ScoomBerc: According to their own statement, there are only about 
four in each house. Under the circumstances, I trust your lordship will con- 
firm the decision of the Vice-Chancellor. Even if my learned friend wishes 
to rely on the first Act of Parliament, he is not only not within it, but has 
not taken the proper course to come within it. My unfortunate client has 
been obliged to come forward to fight the battle of all the towns of England, 
although his interest may terminate to-morrow, because it is only dependent 
on the lives of two persons, whose death may occur at any time. 
At this stage of the proceedings the court rose. 


Wepnespay, Jan. 27. 
Mr. Matins: In this case I appear for the defendants, the Local Board of 
‘| Works for the Wandsworth District, and the question raised is one of very 
great importance, not only to the particular possessor of this property, but as 
affecting the manner in which this Act is to be carried into execution, because 
very great powers are given to such local boards as these, in concert with the 
Metropolitan Board of Works 

Lord Justice KnigHT Bruce: I have taken the trouble to read the Acts of 
Parliament, and I must say I felt somewhat surprised. I suppose it is the 
| law of the country, and as such must be obeyed. 

Mr. Mauins: Our object in serving a notice at all on the plaintiff was to 
secure healthy and wholesome dwellings for the poor who lived in these cot- 
tages. It is necessary that there should be cleanliness, because where there is 
cleanliness there is health. There are Acts of Parliament made relating to all 
these subjects. There was one not long ago, with reference to cabs, that 
those people who supplied cabs for the public should supply them of a certain 
quality, and of a nature which should be both decent and clean. Here is a 
higher object to be obtained, namely, that those who wish to lay out their 
capital in erecting buildings and different habitations, especially for the poor, 
|| are required by these Acts of Parliament to supply them with a proper supply 
‘|of water and all the necessary accommodations—that they should provide 
them with all the necessary accommodations sufficient for promoting the 
comfort, the well-being, and the health of the inhabitants. That is the 

neral object which, I apprehend, these Acts of Parliament have in view. 

he powers that belong to local boards are undoubtedly very extensive; and 
I — the only question to be decided in this case will be, whether what 
has been done, and what is or to be done, is according to the provi- 
sions contained in those Acts. I will draw your lordships’ attention to the 
Act of Parliament; and the first section which I beg to refer your lordships 
to is the 73rd. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: The 8lst and 85th sections may be con- 
sidered as one. 

Mr. Mains: By the 78rd section, the general objects of the Act as to 
this particular matter are explained :—“‘If any house or building commenced 
before or after the passing of this Act be found not to be drained with a suf- 
ficient drain communicating with some sewer, or emptying itself into a sewer 
to the satisfaction of such board or vestry, and if such sewer be not within 
100 feet of such building, on a lower level, it shall be lawful for such board 
or — to require the owner to make such drain forthwith, or within such 
reasonable time as may be appointed by the board.” It then goes on to de- 
scribe the different works to be done, and says that if, after 28 days’ notice 
to such owner or occupier to begin such works and complete them with all 
reasonable despatch, it shall not be done, it shall be lawful for the board or 





| condition, or to require cleansing, alteration, or amencment, or to be filled 
| up, the vestry or board shall cause a notice in writing to be given to the 


| to keep a book, in which shall be entered all complaints of any nuisance or 





any drain, water-closet, privy, or cesspool, appear to be in bad order and 


owner or occupier of the premises, to require him forthwith, or within rea- 
sonable time, as specified in the notice, to do such works; and if it be not 
complied with, the vestry or board have power to execute such works as are 
necessary. The board had given notice under both Acts of Parliament, and 
the powers that we exercised are under chapter 120 of the first Act. Section 
211 is one which I rely upon, and which provides the only appeal, namely, 
that if any person deems himself injured by any order of any vestry or 
district board in relation to any building, or to the construction, re- 
pairing, stopping up, filling up, or demolition of any bad sewer, drain, 
water-closet, privy, or ash-pit, he may, within seven days after any such 
order, appeal to the Metropolitan Board of Works, who shall determine} 
all such appeals, and may order all the costs to be paid by the district | 
board to the party appealing, and may award compensation where they see it 
is necessary. The 230th section provides that ‘ no Act, order, or undertaking 
in pursuance of this Act, or in relation to the execution thereof, shall be | 
quashed or vacated for want of form; nor shall the same be removed by | 
certiorari, or otherwise, into any of the superior courts.’”’ I read that to | 
show that it was not irregular to entitle the notice under both Acts. If there is 
any error it isan error in form, and the section which I have just read provides 
for it. Iwill refer your lordships to the 133rd section, which is the one 
that provides for the appointment of an inspector of nuisances. ‘ Every 
vestry or district board shall nominate and appoint such number of persons 
to be inspectors of nuisances in their parish or district, as the vestry or board 
may think fit; and such inspectors of nuisances shall superintend and en- 
force a due execution of all the duties of scavengers and so forth, to be 
employed under this Act, and they shall report to the board the existence 
of any nuisance; and the board shall require every such inspector of nuisances 





infringement of the Act, or any by-laws made thereunder. And the said 
inspector shall inquire into the truth of such complaints and report the same 
to the vestry or board at their next meeting, and such report shall be en- 
tered into a book, and shall be open to all the inhabitants of that district at 
any time. And it shall also be one of the duties of such inepector to make 
complaints before any magistrate, and take legal proceedings for the punish- 
ment of any person for any infringement of this Act or any of the by-laws.” 
It is not at all necessary that any application should be made to the justices 
before those sections are put into execution. The 34th section empowers the 
board to exercise the powers conferred upon them under the Nuisances Re- 
moval and Diseases Prevention Act, 1848, and the Nuisances Removal and 
Diseases Prevention Act, 1849. Under the 134th section, the Board of Works 
have power over all the authorities which are given to boards under chapter 
121; and I admit that, if we proceeded solely under chapter 121, the 12th 
section would make it incumbent upon us to apply to the justices of the 
peace in the first instance. The section is to the following effect :—That in 
any case where a nuisance is proved by the local authority to exist, or where 
a nuisance in their opinion did exist at the time of serving a notice on the 
occupier, and which was, in their opinion, likely to recur or be repea' 
they shall cause a complaint forthwith to be made to the justices of the 
peace; and such justices shall issue a summons on the owner of the premises 
where the nuisance arises to abate and prohibit the nuisance, and if not 
done by the owner himself, the Local Board may do it; and the owner or 
owners may be made to pay all the costs attending such prohibition. The 
Act is called ‘An Act for the better Management of the Metropolis.” It is 
not an Act for the kingdom; it is only a local Act. Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce made the remark, that he was surprised at the extensive powers con- 
tained in these Acts; but all I can say is, that they received great con- 
sideration from the Legislature. I think the more your lordships consider 
it the more you will think that such powers should exist. 

Lord Justice Knicgur Bruce: Under supervision and control. 

Mr. Mains: There is not the slightest doubt that these powers ought to be 
controlled and looked after, to see that they were not, as my learned friend 
Mr. Schomberg expressed it, despotically exercised. Who are the persons 
exercising these powers? They are ratepayers, elected by other ratepayers 
in the mode which the Legislature of the country has thought fit that all 
such appointments should take place. I believe they are a body of gentlemen 
who are selected from the principal ratepayers of the district, and are elected 
by all the other ratepayers. I think it is a most benevolent thing of the 
Legislature to put some control over those who provide dwellings for the poor, 
and make them supply their dwellings in a clean and wholesome manner, 
It is within the knowledge of everybody how great the sufferings of the poor 
are. The poor suffer severely for the want of proper dwellings, not only in 
great towns, but in the country. If a man wishes to erect a house in the 
City, he can only do so under the superintendence of a district surveyor, and 
he is bound to supply proper drainage and every necessary accommodation, 
These are things which are only intended for the good of the public. This 
Act of Parliament says that all persons who provide dwellings shall provide 
them with certain requisite things attached to them: they shall have proper 
drainage, a proper supply of water, and, in fact, that they shall be clean and 
wholesome dwellings. It provides, also, that the state of things which is 
found in the present case should not be allowed to continue or exist. I ape 
prehend the question will be, whether you are to allow these priyies to exist, 
which we prove beyond all doubt are injurious to the health of the inhabi- 
tants, or whether we should provide water-closets in their place, and other 
suitable water supply, which would be the source from which the cleanliness 
and comfort of these persons could only be obtained. I will not enter into 
the propriety of the laws, because if the laws are laid down, here they must be 
obeyed. The question is, what is the law? Is there any improper interference 
with —— rightshere? Privaterights must beinterfered with to preserve the 
health of the public. Asa general principle, private inconvenience must be lost 
sight of. There have been cases of railway companies and eanal companies 
where they have taken pieces of land from private individuals, and have 
made them a compensation for it. If the Legislature is so unjust as to take 
away a man’s dwelling without giving him compensation, he must abide 
it. The Act of Parliament says, if the inspectors of nuisances find that there 
are dwellings in their district which are not in a proper sanitary conditio 
they must give notice to the owner that such and such things are vequisal 
to be done or altered within a reasonable time. These public bodies have also 
the power, if the notice served on the owner or occupiers of such premises 
where the nuisance exists is not obeyed, to enter on the property and make 
the various improvements, and to call upon the owner to pay the expense of 
so doing. Those are the general objects of the Act, and they are carriedinto 
effect by language which can admit of no reasonable doubt. I will refer to 
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two or three affidavits to show the existence of the state of things which 
called in vogue these great powers. Mr. Steel’s affidavit is the first I shall 
mention. He says he is the inspector of nuisances for the District Board of 
Wandsworth, appointed under the provisions of the 33rd section. The state- 
ment he makes to the board is this, that in the month of December, 1856, he 
did, in accordance with instructions received from the defendants, inspect 
the sanitary condition of Ford’s Buildings, and on such inspection he found 
that the whole of such houses were in a state which was highly prejudicial 
to the health of the inhabitants and the immediate neighbourhood. Each of 
the houses had an open privy or cesspool adjoining the rear, without any 
proper drain to convey the soil into the sewer, and he was informed that 
when there were heavy rains they were overflowed. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: He means nothing else by the word “ cess- 
| pool”’ but that which is an essential part of a privy, and without which a privy 
| could not be. 

Mr. Matins: Just so. The houses come close up to the road, and at the 
| back of each there is a small building, the dimensions of which are 6 feet. 
| From the back of the sitting-room you come to this privy. He states there 
were 3 tons of night soil at each of these cesspools; and then he goes on to 
speak of certain pigs which were kept at the back of the house. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: I do not understand that the nuisance from 


ba is a part of your case. 
| r. Mains: We do not say they are urwholesome things, but, neverthe- 





lese, it is not a very pleasant or agreeable thing to have a pig close to your 
dwelling-house. Mr. Steel says, at the time of his serving such notice, there 
| was a sufficient sewer within 100 feet of Ford’s Buildings, on a lower level ; 
and in his opinion a good water supply was absolutely necessary to render the 
| houses in any way wholesome. 

Lord Justice Kk1igut Bruce: I suppose in this case they may sell their 

refuse matter ? 

Mr. Mauins: It is very probable they may have that privilege. Then 
Mr. Young says he is the surveyor of the defendants, and as such surveyed 
| the premises known as Ford’s Buildings, and thinks they are most filthy. 
| He also states that there was, in the month of January, 1857, and still is, a 
| sewer on the south side of York Road, Battersea, into which the same might 
be drained, ne | on a lower level than Ford’s Buildings. Dr. Connor says 
he is the medical officer of health of that parish appointed by the Board of 
Works for the Wandsworth District, and did, in January, 1857, send in a re- 
port of the state of the houses called Ford’s Buildings, and such report was, 
that the 39 houses having been examined by him, were all found to be defi- 
cient in water-closets, and each of the cesspools attached to the houses con- 
tained about 3 tons of night soil, and there are only two pumps which are 
available, and which sometimes become dry; and he would desire that the 
board would give the owner of such houses notice to have the defects reme- 
died. He is of opinion that the premises must be most injurious to the health 
of the occupiers, and of the inhabitants generally. Upon that point we have 
the testimony of the inspector of nuisances, the surveyor, and the medical 
officer, all appointed by the defendants. This is a board created by Act of 
Parliament, and it is within the province of the board to decide what should 
be done, and not the inspector of nuisances, or the surveyor, or the medical 
officer of health. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: Every one connected with the Thames knows 
that it is a large cesspool from Richmond to the sea. 

Mr. Matins: A cesspool my ay immediately under a privy, or it may be 
ata distance. I mean to say that a privy is one in the ordinary sense of the 
word. Mr. Wheeler says he is a medical practitioner at Battersea, and he 
has attended the occupiers of the houses called Ford’s Buildings, in cases of 
fever and diarrhoea, which he thinks were caused by the want of sufficient 
drainage and a proper water supply. He had numerous complaints made to 
him, while attending the tenants of these houses, of the want of a proper 
water supply. Then, Mr. Yeatessays he is a contractor under the defendants, 
and that within the last few aes he has examined some of the cesspools, and 
each of the cesspools contained at least three tons of sewerage matter. Be- 
tween the inside of the cesspool of one house and the inside of the cesspool 
of the adjoining house, he says there is = six feet of earth, which is com- 
pletely saturated with sewerage matter. That state of things existing, this 
notice is given; and what are they required todo? The body of it is this: 
‘* Whereas, at a meeting of the Board ot Works for the Wandsworth District, 
holden on the 24th of December, 1856, it was duly made to appear to the 
Board of Works that the houses and premises called Ford’s Buildings required 
certain works to be executed thereto, which are more particularly set forth 
in the schedule hereunto annexed, and which works are necessary for the 
removal of the nuisance now existing, and which nuisance is highly preju- 
dicial to the health of those persons dwelling in the said houses and premises 
aforesaid: this is to inform you that, unless the works are commenced and 
completed within a reasonable time, to the satisfaction of the board, means 
will be taken under the Act to do the works, and proceedings will be insti- 
tuted to recover the expense so incurred. The works required to be done 
are, cesspools to be filled up, and privies converted into water-closets, sinks to 
be constructed, traps supplied, and all the necessary water apparatus provided.” 
The great object is that, instead of the soil being retained, it shall be carried 
off. There is no doubt, if these things were done, it would preserve the 
health of the inhabitants. There is a statement made on the part of the 
plaintiff, that there will be = difficulty in keeping these water-closets in 
repair. We have evidence of experience in that respect. We have agentle- 
man of the name of Cooper, who proves that distinctly. 

Lord Justice Knigut Bruce: The order seems to have been made only 
on hearing one side. 

Mr. Mains: The Act of Parliament says they are at liberty so to do. 
There is a very simple appeal to the Metropolitan Board of Works. Most of 
the great judicial tribunele exist by Act of Parliament. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: Then they generally hear both sides, 
Have the Board of Works the power of administering an oath > 

Mr. Mauins: I believe so. 

Mr. Schomuere : I doubt whether society is aware of this state of things > 

Mr. Mains: At all events, both parties must be heard before the Metro- 
politan Board. In this case Mr. Tinkler, if he had liked, could have been 
the appellant. It — be very difficult in cases of this kind for this court 
to decide them. Surely the persons who are able to go and see the docus in 

uo are better persons to decide than a judge sitting in a court of law. What 
oes the Act of Parliament say ?>—‘‘ If it should be made to appear: ” those 
are the words, 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: Does that mean on an ex parte statement ? 
_ Mr. Mains: Iapprehend so. The affidavit of Mr. Young states that he 
is the surveyor of the Board of Works, and the plaintiff, in part compliance 
with the notice by the Board of Works caused a 9-inch drain to be laid down 
in order to carry off the rain-water from the houses. Those affidavits are 
filed to show that they strictly complied with the Act of Parliament. The 
words are, “‘ If it should be made to appear.” It is “‘ made to appear” by 
the reports of their officers. The Act says that there is to be an inspection 
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and an inspection only. It does not ~~ they are to summon the party before 
them. It does not say that there is to be any such investigation. 

Lord Justice Kxnicur Bruce: You do not mean to say that the law 
authorizes them to proceed ex parte first to give a notice and then take pos- 
session? A court of justice has a right to exercise its own functions, ala 
course, both sides are heard. , é 

Mr. Matiys: I apprehend the Act of Parliament is clear. I am not aware 
that any body has complained of it except this Mr. Tinkler. 

Lord Justice TuRNER: You may be perfectly right in cleansing the privies 
and removing the soil; but I do not think the Act justifies you in converting 
them into water- closets. , 

Mr. Mains: Yes, where they require “ alteration or amendment.” If 
you come to look at this case in a private point of view, you will find there 
is no hardship whatever inflicted on the plaintiff. The board are enthusiasts 
for cleanliness, and nothing more. 

Lord Justice TURNER : Suppose you make the suggestion that there is a 
drain which is in bad order or condition, and the board make an order upon 
the owner or occupier to put it in a onan condition, and he does not do so, 
and they proceed to do it themselves, and they bring an action to recover the 
money they have expended, would it or not be a defence to that action to 
show that, notwithstanding there was a report made to the vestry or board, 
the drain was in good order at the time the report was made? 

Mr. Matins: I do think it would be a good defence. 

Lord Justice TuRNER: If it is a good defence there, why should it not be 
a good defence here ? 

Mr. Mains: The 225th section says, that in every case where the amount 
of any damage, cost, or expenses be in dispute in case the owner shall not 
provide for them, they shall be ascertained and recovered before two justices, 
unless the amount exceeds £50 and more, in which case the amount shall be 
settled by arbitration, according to the provisions contained in the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1855. The — is not the party who is to do 
the works, but the amount laid out. There is an order of the local board 
that certain works shall be done, and there is a right of appeal to the Metro- 
politan Board of Works, which right of _—— not being exercised makes the 
order absolute. Another clause for the benefit of the plaintiff is that which 
provides against any harshness, and gives him the power of extending the 
payment over a great number of years. I shall address myself now to the 
suggestion which fell from the bench that this alteration may not bea 
beneficial one. We have the affidavit of Mr. Cooper, of Greek Street, Soho, 
an engineer who has had considerable experience, and whose testimony 
entirely proves that. 

Lord Justice Kn1gut Bruce: Is not that where the appellate board sit? 

Mr. Lewis: They have their offices there, but they sit at Guildhall. 

Mr. Mauiys: Mr. Bacon, the bailiff of the plaintiff, stated that these 
water-closets would always be getting out of order, and that the tenants 
would prefer the old privies, and that they were not in the slightest degree 
injurious to the health of the inhabitants in the immediate neighbourhood. 
The lowest classes of society, there is no doubt, prefer cleanliness to filth. If 
you put a man into a place where his nostrils are offended, and put him in 
Zoster where they are not, you will soon find out that he will elect the sweetest 
one. In the case of Frewen v. Lewis, 4th Milne and Craig, Lord Cottenham 
said that unless it could be en that the body constituted under the Act of 
Parliament had not contined themselves within the powers conferred by that 
Act on them the court could not interfere. Therefore, the question resolves 
itself into whether this local body has attempted to exercise powers over this 
property which the Act of Parliament does not give them. If your lordships 
think, upon the whole construction of the Act of Parliament, having regard 
to the circumstances in this case, that these gentlemen were according to law 
in giving this notice to Mr. Tinkler, and he having made no attempt to comply 
with that notice—having followed that up by an entry on his property ; and 
he, having intimated no intention of appealing against the order, thereby 
admitting that the order was ae po | made, and that the works named in 
that order ought to becommenced and finished. No doubt there is great force 
in those observations which have fallen from your lordships, that it is of the 
greatest importance that no order should be made affecting the subject without 
the person who is to be affected by that order having an opportunity of being 
heard against it. If it would have been any protection to him to have been 
heard before the party or body making the order, surely it would have been 
much more protection to him not to be heard before that body on appeal, but 
a totally distinct body, having under its control the sanitary condition of the 
great metropolitan districts, and being bound to look to the public good only, 
and not being influenced in the — degree by any private or selfish 
motives. The observation made by Mr. Bacon as to these parties being in- 
terested is entirely out of the question: they are public functionaries, only 
performing public duties. I submit to your lordships that it is abundantl 
clear that that state of things existed with regard to these dwellings whic 
required improvement, that the board have the power to make an order for 
those alterations and improvements which they have ordered to be made, 
and that sy! the injunction cannot be sustained. 

Mr. W. D. Lewis followed on the same side; and, Mr. Bacon having re- 
plied, their lordships reserved their judgment. 





Fripay, Marcu 12. 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce: In this case, the entry on the plaintiff’s land, 
and the acts there done by the defendants’ orders, which formed the groundwork 
of the suit, and of the interlocutary order on appeal, are shown, I think, to 
have taken place in consequence of the prosecution of an intention on their 
part to substitute on the land a number of water-closets—more than thirty 
altogether—for an equal number of ordinary privies, now and at that time 
there, and to do so nolento volente the plaintiff; and I apprehend it is clear 
that if the defendants had no lawful power to doso, the suit was well founded, 
and the injunction right. The defendants claimed their powers solely under 
the 120th and 12ist chapters of the 18th and 19th of the Queen, often men- 
tioned and of necessity much discussed during the argument, but more espe- 
cially the 81st and 85th sections of chapter 120. Remarkable as some of the 

rovisions of that Act seem to me to be, I am of opinion that they do not 
veal with the rights of property in such a way as the defendants contend 
that they do. Nor can I find in the two statutes or either of them anything 
to warrant the defendants doing what they have been attempting, and what 
they now insist upon. The question is not whether they had power to cause 
or order privies within their district to be put into a decent and proper state, 
if not in that state; but itis, whether they had the right or power to force on 
the plaintiff mechanically-contrived water-closets with their requisites, for 
which he is to find a water supply as best he mey, instead of the privies which 
were sufficient, if kept in a proper condition, with such conveniences as were 
on his land, for the purpose of his cottages. The claim of the defendants in 
this respect appears to me to be manifestly groundless, and I should have 
thought so had they begun their operations after giving the plaintiff an 
opportunity of being heard and producing testimony in defence of himself, 
and had they contented themselves with a notice to take judicial proceedings, 
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or if they had deemed it reasonable to hear both sides; but as matters were 
conducted, there has been, perhaps, a double error, though on this point I do 
not mean to speak as having formed an opinion, nor do I mean to intimate 
an opinion how the case might possibly have stood had there been, as there has 
not been, any order of a justice or justices of the peace relating to the water- 
closets or privies. The right or power of appeal, however, given by the 
211th or 212th sections, chapter 120, upon which stress was laid in the argu- 
ment, appears to me not at all to prejudice or to affect the plaintiff. And 
being now before us on the hearing as well as upon the appeal motion, the 
defendants ought, I think, to be ordered to pay the costs of the suit, and 
have the injunction continued against them, with liberty to apply. I so ex- 
press myself, because I feel there may be hereafter some lawful occasion for 
them to enter by their servants or agents on the land. 

Lord Justice TuRNER: The plaintiff in this suit holds, under a lease for 
lives, a piece of land situate within the district of the Wandsworth Board of 
Works, and upon which there is erected a block of 39 cottages, called Ford’s 
Buildings. On the 27th of January, 1857, he was served by the defendants, 
the Wandsworth District Board of Works, with the following notice :— 

The Metropolitan Local Management Act, 18th and 19th Vic., c. 120; the Nuisances 
Removal and Diseases Prevention Act, 18th and 19th Vic., c. 121. 
THE BOARD OF WORKS FOR THE WANDSWORTH DISTRICT. 

Whereas, at a meeting of the Board of Works for the Wandsworth District, held 
on the 3lst of December, 1856, it was duly made to appear to the said Board of 
Works that the premises situate and being in the said district hereinafter mentioned 
required certain works to be executed thereto, which/are more fully set forth in the 
schedule hereunto annexed, and which works are necessary for the removal and 
abatement of the nuisance now existing, and which is injurious to the health of the 
persons dwelling in and near the said houses or premises; and whereas it was duly 
ordered by the said Board of Works that notice in writing should be | ge to the 
owner or occupiers of the said houses and premises, requiring him to do, perform, 
and execute the said works in the manner hereinufter ted; and that such 
owner or piers do and te such works, matters, or things on or 
before the date mentioned in the schedule; I am directed to inform you that, unless 
the works are commenced on or before the date mentioned in the schedule, proceed- 
ings will be taken under th eabove-mentioned Acts of Parliament for executing the 
said works, and for the recovery from you of all costs and expenses incurred thereby. 
The schedule annexed to that notice is in these terms :— 

Nuisances now exésting upon the said houses or premises: cesspools overflowing 

and no dust-bins. Works required to be done for the removal and abatement of the 
nuisance: cesspools to be emptied and filled up; drains from privies and sinks con- 
structed; privies to be panned, trapped, and water supply; apparatus provided ; cis- 
terns to be provided; lime-white where necessary; pavements to be made good; 
dust-bins to be provided. 
In consequence of this notice, the plaintiff executed some of the works men- 
tioned in the schedule, but he did not pan or trap the privies, or provide the 
water-supply apparatus, or, as I presume, the cisterns; in other words, he 
did not convert the privies into water-closets; and it does not seem clear 
upon the evidence whether he completed all the other works required by the 
notice; at least there is a dispute as to the dust-bins. The privies not 
having been converted into water-closets, the defendants, the Board of Works, 
on the 8th of June, 1857, served upon the plaintiff the following notice, enti- 
tled again 

The Metropolis Local Management Act, 18th and 19th Vic., c. 120; the Nuisances 

Removal and Diseases Prevention Act, 18th and 19th Vic., c. 121. 
TO MR. BACON, OF FORD’S BUILDINGS. 

Notice having been served upon you, by order of the Board of Works for the Wands- 
worth District, to do certain works upon the premises situate in Ford’s Buildings, 
York Road, in the parish of Battersea, and the time mentioned in such notice having 
expired without such works having been completed, the Board of Works for the 
Wandsworth District hereby give you notice that their workmen, or the workmen of 
their contractor, will enter upon the said premises, to commence and forthwith exe- 
cute the said works, on or after the expiration of seven days from the service hereof, 
and that the board will then adopt the course which the law provides for enforcing 
the payment of all costs and expenses thereby incurred. 

Notice of your intention to commence these works must be givenin writing at least 
24 hours before commencing. 


The plaintiff, upon the receipt of this second notice, placed the matter in the 
hands of his solicitor, who immediately wrote to the defendants to the effect 
that the plaintiff considered that he had done all that the premises required 
as the law rendered imperative ; but the defendants in reply insisted that 
the terms of the notice should be strictly complied with. On the 7th of 
November, 1857, having given notice in June, they enter on the premises 
commence removing the earth at the rear of one of the cottages, and deposited 
a number of pans and a quantity of piping in some of the cottage gardens, 
and on the 9th of November their workmen commenced the works necessa: 
for converting the privies into water-closets. The plaintiff then, on the 11t 
of November, 1857, filed a bill in this court praying that the defendants, 
their officers, agents, servants, and workmen, and all other persons acting 
under their orders or directions, may be restrained by the injunction of this 
honourable court from entering, digging in or upon the said premises, or any 
part thereof, or removing the earth therefrom, and also from interfering or 
pulling down, or converting the privies attached to the said cottages, or any 
of them, into water-closets. That the defendants may pay the plaintiff the 
costs of this suit. The only allegation of the bill which, in my view of this 
case, is material to be noticed, is that contained in paragraph 4 of the bill. 
It alleges that, “in consequence of the notice in January, 1857,” the plaintiff, 
on February 4, 1857, went to the defendants and stated to them that no in- 
convenience, unwholesomeness, or nuisance arose from the said privies; that 
the occupiers of the cottages were satisfied with them, and that the conversion 
of them into water-closets would, in all probability, occasion unpleasant 
smells, and be found inconvenient, and be far worse than the privies, and be 
perpetually getting out of order; and, moreover, that there was no sewer for 
the drains required by the said notice to fall into. The defendants, by their 
chairman, then stated to the plaintiff that it was their intention to do away 
with all privies whatsoever, and that they would have none in their district, 
or words to that effect, and that they would construct a sewer within a short 
distance of the said premises, so that the drains required by such notice might 
have a proper outlet; and on the plaintiff observing that it would be better 
for him to defer the construction of the drains until the sewer was made, the 
defendants refused to consent thereto. On the 19th of November, 1857, the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart granted the injunction prayed by the bill, 
putting the plaintiff, however, upon some undertakings to which no objection 
was raised on his part; but the defendants appealed from the Vice-Chancel- 
| lor’s order granting the injunction. The case, therefore, first came before us 
on the appeal motion; but on the motion being opened, it was arranged that 
the cause should be heard, and we have now, therefore to dispose both of 
the motion and the cause. The notices served by the defendants on the 
plaintiff, on the 27th of January and the 8th of June, 1857, purport to be 
given under the Metropolis Local Management Act, 18th and 19th Vic., 
¢, 120, and the Nuisances Removal and Diseases Prevention Act, in the same 
ear, ¢. 121, and are entitled under both those Acts. But it seems to me to 
clear that the defendants cannot justify their proceedings in this case 
under the latter, the Nuisances Removal and Diseases Prevention Act. That 
Act gives no authority to enter upon any premises in such a case as the pre- 














sent, except in the event of the disobedience of an order of justices—and 
there has been no order of justices. Therefore, if the case of the defendants 
can be at all supported, it must be under the Metropolis Local Management 
Act, and it was, indeed, upon that Act that the defendants relied. The Slst 
and 85th sections of the Act are as follows :—The 8lst section is—‘ After the | 
commencement of this Act it shall not be lawful newly to erect any house or | 
to rebuild any house pulled down, to the extent aforesaid, within any parish 
mentioned in the schedule A to this Act, or any district mentioned in the | 
schedule B to this Act, without sufficient water-closet or privy, and ash-pit | 
furnished with proper doors and coverings, and also furnished, as regards the 
water-closets, with suitable water supply and water-supply apparatus, and | 
with suitable trapped soil-pan, and other suitable works and arrangements so 
far as may be necessary to ensure the efficient operation thereof; and whoso- 
ever shall offend against this enactment shall be liable to a penalty not) 
exceeding £20; and if at any time it appear to the vestry or district board of | 
such parish or district that any house in any such parish or district, whether 
built before or after the commencement of this Act, is without sufficient water- | 
closet or privy, and ash-pit furnished with proper doors and coverings, and | 
with other apparatus and works as aforesaid, the vestry or district board | 
shall, in case the same can be provided without disturbing any building, give 
notice in writing to the owner or occupier of such house, requiring him forth- 
with, or within such reasonable time as shall be specified in such notice, to 
provide a sutlicient water-closet or privy, and ash-pit so furnished as aforesaid, 
or either of them, as the case may require; and, if such notice be not com- 
plied with, it shall be lawful for the vestry or district board to cause to be 
constructed a sufficient water-closet or privy, and ash-pit, or either of them, 
or do such other works as the case may require ; and, to recover the expenses 
incurred by them in so doing from the owner of such house, in the manner 
hereinafter — : provided always, that where a water-closet or priv 
has been and is used in common by the inmates of two or more houses, or if, 
in the opinion of the vestry or district board, a water-closet or privy may be 
so used, they need not require the same to be provided for each house.” The 
85th section of the Act is in these terms, after providing by the previous sec- 
tion for the inspection of the'premises—“ If, upon such inspection as aforesaid, 
any drain, water-closet, privy, or cesspool, appear to be in bad order and 
condition, or to require cleansing, alteration, or amendment, or to be filled up, 
the vestry or board shall cause notice in writing to be given to the owner or 
occupier of the premises upon or in respect of which the inspection was 
made, requiring him forthwith, or within such reasonable time as shall be 
specified in such notice, to do the necessary works; and if such notice be not 
complied with by the person to whom it is given, the vestry or board may, | 
if they think fit, execute such works, and the expenses incurred by them in | 
so doing shall be paid to them by the owner or occupier of the premises,” 
And it was argued, on the part of the defendants, that this case fell within 
those sections. The argument was this: that it is sufficient to bring the 
case within the sections, and especially within the 81st section. If it appeared 
to a district board a house was without a sufficient water-closet, or privy, and 
ash-pit, and that in the event of its so appearing to a district board, they 
were justified in requiring a sufficient water-closet, or privy, and ash-pit to 
be provided; that they were constituted by the Act the sole judges of the suffi- 
ciency both of what was in existence, and of what ought to be required; and 
that if their judgment was wrong, the remedy was by an appeal, under the | 
211th section of the Act, against the orders founded upon it: that if the case 
falls within the Act the jurisdiction of this court is excluded. Whether this 
conclusion is well founded, and whether the powers of the Act are such as 
that they cannot be abused, which would warrant the interference of this 
court, I do not intend to give any opinion whatever; for the defendants’ 
argument plainly rests on the hypothesis that the case falls within the Act, 
and I am of opinion that this case does not fall within it. I take it to be 
fully established by the evidence before us, that the orders issued by the 
defendants proceeded on the footing that there should be no privies in their 
district, that all the privies there should be turned into water-closets, and 
that this resolution had been come to before these orders were issued, and 
without reference to the present case. This, I think, plainly appears, not 
only from the affidavit of the plaintiff, in the 5th paragraph of which he says 
that when he went to them in consequence of the notice served upon him, 
and stated that no inconvenience, unwholesomeness, or nuisance arose from 
the said privies, that the occupiers of the cottages were satisfied with them, | 
and that the conversion of them into water-closets would, in all probability, | 
occasion unpleasant smells, and be found inconvenient, and be far worse than 
the privies, and be perpetually getting out of order; and, moreover, that | 
though desirous of making drains to the said premises, as there was no sewer | 
for such drains to fall into, he was unable to make them; and that the 
defendants, by their chairman, then stated that it was their intention | 
to do away with all privies whatsoever, and that they would have none 
in their district, or words to that effect, to which there is no contra- 
diction; but also from the affidavits of Mr. Corsellis on the part of) 
the defendants, two affidavits filed by him, which, I think, only prove 
the same facts. In one of them he says, after referring to the | 
completion of the drain, which was another question in the cause—| 
“It is the practice of the above-named defendants, in all cases where drain- | 
age can be provided to carry off the water, to require the owner or occupiers | 
of the houses to fill up all the cesspools on their premises, and to turn the | 
privies into water-closets ; and of this the plaintiff was informed as stated in | 
the bill of complaint.” And in another passage in another affidavit, which | 
is filed by Mr. Corsellis, I find him stating this: referring to the meeting on | | 
the 4th of February, 1857—“ Mr. Bacon was not present ;” and, speaking of | 
what passed, he says, ‘‘ The plaintiff and his solicitor were called in, and they || 
thereupon complained to the defendants of the requirements in their notice | 
that the privies therein mentioned should be converted into water-closets ; | | 
and the plaintiff was then informed by the Honourable Sydney Roper Curzon, | | 
the chairman of and one of the above-named defendants, that it was their prac- | 
tice, in accordance with the spirit of the Act under which they were consti- | | 
tuted, in all cases where sufficient drainage could be provided, to require the | | 
owners of houses to fill up all cesspools on their premises and turn the privies 
into water-closets; and to meet the wishes of the plaintiff, the defendants had | | 
just ordered a new sewer to be constructed.”” Now, whatever may be the 
power given by this Act to the local authorities to order a water-closet to be | | 
a instead of a privy, in particular cases in which that alteration may || 
required, and assuming—without, however, meaning to decide—that the | | 
Act gives such a power, I think that upon the true construction of the Act, | | 
and viewing it in the light most favourable to these defendants, they were | 
bound to exercise their discretion in each particular case; that it was not | 
competent to them to lay down any such general rule as that on which they | | 
have acted, and that in acting on that rule they have exceeded the powers | 
given to them by the Act. I think, therefore, that these orders were, in this | 
respect, illegal and void; and the defendants having plainly entered upon | | 
the premises for the purpose of giving effect to this part of the order, I think | | 
it unnecessary to enter into the question of the alleged non-completion of the | 
other works, or into the other sections of the Act which were referred to in| 
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the course of the argument. These orders being ultra vires, the argument 
upon the appeal clause of course falls to the ground. I am of opinion, there- 
fore, that there must in this case be a decree for the plaintiff according to the 
prayer of the bill, and with costs. I observe that Mr. Corsellis in one of his 
affidavits speaks of carrying out the spirit of the Act. It may be as well, 
therefore, to caution these defendants that, entrusted as they are by this 
Aet of Parliament with very extensive powers, it is their bounden duty to 
keep strictly within those powers, and not to be guided by any fancied view 
of the spirit of the Act which confers them. ; ; 

Lord Justice Kntcur Bruce: Dismiss the bill, with costs, till further 
order, with liberty to apply. 


IN THE ARBITRATION OF 
THE GREAT CENTRAL GAS CONSUMERS’ COMPANY 
AND MR. ALEXANDER ANGUS CROLL. 
(Continued from page 162.) 
Exveventn Day.—Tuespay, Noy. 17. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD applied for leave to verify the extracts from tle com- 
pany’s minute-books, which was acceded to. 

The Umrire stated that he had been asked to signa certificate for obtain- 
ing a subpoena to secure the attendance of two witnesses whose evidence 
was deemed of importance by the company—viz., Mr. Mann, the engineer of 
the City Gas Company, and Mr. Evans, the engineer of the Chartered Com- 
as Before doing so, he should like to have the necessity proved on oath. 

Ur. Davidson, the company’s solicitor, was thereupon sworn, and stated 
that these gentlemen were necessary witnesses. 

The Umpire then signed the certificate. 

Mr. Rait recalled, and examined by Mr. AncurBaLp. 

I prepared the paper handed in, showing the whole of the credit given by 
the company to Mr. Croll, excepting the public lamps to June 24, 1857, and 
the illuminations. There is an itemin Mr. Croll's claim for gas brought 
into charge between the 24th of June and the 25th of July, 1857. Itis 
charged.for at the rate of 1s. 4}d. per 1000. The quantity taken at the 
station-meter is 15,837,000 feet, to which has to be added 510,000 feet con- 
tained in the gasholder at 6 p.m. on the evening of the 25th of July, at which 
time the possession of the works was given up; making a total of 16,347,000 
feet, and amounting to £1128. 17s. 

Mr. Luoyn said no proof had been given as to the extra charge incurred 
by Mr. Croll in respect of the illuminations. 

Mr. AgcniBaLp said it had been stated verbally that it amounted to 
£100. 6s. 

A paper containing the particulars of claim, as also for the expense of 
cleaning and repairing private lamps, £350, were handed in. 

A long conversation ensued upon a demand by Mr. Archibald for the 
production of the specification on which the company’s contract with the 
Commissioners of Sewers for the public lamps, in 1853, was founded. Ulti- 
mately the demand was waived, as it appeared upon inspection that the 
terms of the specification were embodied in the contract. 

Mr. Croll being recalled and examined, stated that he objected to that 
contract being taken except with the proviso that. in the event of the 
larger burners and extended period of lighting being insisted upon, he should 
be paid the extra — agreed to in the former contract. 

r. Ratt, cross-examined by Mr. Luoyp. 

I sook the index of the station-meter on the 24th of June last and on the 
25th of July. Icannot say whether at the latter date the overilow-pipe 
|was.upon it. I did notgo behind the meter, and, to the best of my recol- 
|lection, I have never seen an overflow-pipe there. I could not examine the 
}meter without getting inside it, which I did not do. In the account that I 
|have made of the divisible profits of the company, I have not put to the 
|| debit, side the claim of Mr. Croll. Admitting that there was a debt due to 
| jhim of £7000 for engineering, the yearly balance would only be affected to 
|| the extent of £400, and a large proportion of the previous charges would go 
| |against. the capital account. The £400 a year for consulting engineer is a 

\Charge against revenue. The balance of £1500 is the surplus of one year 
only, because the company had made up the accounts during the year; but 
there was a previous balance not included. All the liabilities are included 
|in.respeet of repairs done to the retorts and the depreciation of the works. 
|| Mr. Luoyp: There is a fund for that—£1200 a year. 
Mr. ArcuiBaLp: The calculation put in takes it upon our own showing, 
|/and there is a note at the foot upon which I reserve a right to give any 
| ifurther explanation. We object to the debit side of the account altogether. 
} 
| 











| Witness: 1 object to so much of it as relates to charges which should be 
placed to capital. 

| The arbitrators then proceeded to consider the remaining item of Mr. 
|Croll’s claim. This was a claim for extra railway dues paid by Mr. Croll, in 
' consequence of the company not having purchased the siding. 

After iderable di ion, it was agreed that each party should submit 
| 

| 





|'a.case to the Umpire, and abide by his decision on the points of law. 
|| Mr, ARcHIBALD having handed in certain extracts from the company’s 
minutes, stated that the only other matter on which he might hereafter 
|| have to offer evidence would be as to the value of the stock-in-trade and 
stores given up by Mr. Croll; but this would only become necessary in the 
‘event of Messrs. Wright and Laing, to whom the matter had been referred, 
| disagreeing thereon. 

Mr. Luoyp, on behalf of the company, said as there were many witnesses 
||to examine whose time was valuable, he would not make any remarks in 
opening his case, and he should produce his evidence without much regard 
as to how it bore upon the general question. He would first direct atten- 
|tion to the alleged reckless conduct of the company in the waste of gas. 

Mr. James Aberdeen Methven, examined by Mr. Luoyp. 

Tam at present the lessee of the Portsea Island Gas-Works. From 1851 
to March, 1853, Iwas an inspector of the Great Central Company. The 
usual duties of an inspector were taking the meter accounts, attending to 
complaints, and inducing fresh customers to have their pipes attached to the 
company’s mains. During the time I was there, there was no wilful or 
negligent waste of gas te my knowledge, and I used personal and proper 
diligence to prevent it. There were, no doubt, frequent escapes; which were, 
however, immediately attended to. As a.rule, I never left an escape till it 
was stopped, and I believe that was invariably the case. I never used a 
temporary connexion while I was employed as inspector, nor can I charge 
my memory with a.single instance in which permission was granted to have 
one. I never instructed any one to do it, nor did I ever in any manner or 
at any time give gas away to the customers for the purpose of inducing them 
to continue with us. For myself, I speak positively on this point, and my 
| brother inspectors say the same. 
|| Cross-examined by Mr. AncuiBaLpD: I should not think the escapes at 
the Great Central during the latter part of my time were more numerous 
than at my present works. My district was the east, but I had had the west 
and the south. The east district embraced Houndsditch and Bishopsgate 
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Street. I know the Clothes Exchange in Houndsditch, and the premises of 
Mr. Deputy Stevens, a wine merchant in Bishopsgate. I do not remember | 
whether there were temporary connexions given there during my time. [|| 
do not know Deputy Stevens, but I understood that Mr. Stevens, the sur- | | 
veyor of the company. was his son. I will certainly swear that to the best | 
of my recollection there was no temporary connexion at the father’s house, 
but I can ascertain by referring to the book. Such an occurrence would be 
sure to be entered in the diary, for the purpose of being placed before the 
directors. In reference to all complaints, the habit was always to attend to 
them, no matter of what description, upon the day they were made. An 
escape would not be allowed to remain over, [ should say, four or five hours, 
It was the inspectors’ duty to attend to them forthwith. The remedy in 
such cases would depend on the nature of theescape. Inever heard of such 
a thing as putting brown paper round it but as 2 temporary measure; any- 
thing would be better than nothing. I never used brown paper. [Book 
handed to witness.] I find an entry here of Jan. 22, 1852, but no record of 
a temporary connexion being given. ‘There is no complaint in which the 
name of Stevens occurs. On the 5th and 6th of that month I appear to 
have been in the light office, in Coleman Street, all day, so that there might 
have been a complaint on that day, which was attended to by the person in 
charge of my district, and I not know of it. There was a watchbox in St. 
Helen’s Place, and it may have been there was a gaslight there. I will not 
swear there was not, nor whether there was a record kept of all the lights 
in my district. There was a record of all the meters in the district meter- 
book, and if there was a meter in the watchboxit shouldappear there. The 
inspectors made the entries in that book themselves. 

Mr. Luoyp said, to save time, he would allow it to be taken that there 
was a light in the watchbox. 

By Mr. Ancu1BaLp: I do not remember it. It was my duty to get cus 
tomers. 

Re-examined by Mr. Luoyp: I had no instructions from any official con- 
nected with the company to supply persons with gas gratuitously for the 
purpose of getting their custom, or anything of the kind, and l never did so. 

Mr. William L. Gomme, examined by Mr. Luoyp. 

I am an auctioneer in Hammersmith. In the years 1853 and 1854 I 
was in the employ of the Central Company. I was inspector of the 
district west of St. Paul's, including Fleet Street and Temple Bar. Every 
attention was paid during my time to escapes from the mains. I myself 
personally attended to such matters arising in my district within three 
hours after I had notice of them, whether there was a broken main, a de- 
cayed socket, or an injured service. I recollect two or three occasions on 
which I gave temporary connexions. One was at Ireland's, in Fetter Lane, 
which continued one night. There was a 30-light Croll and Glover's meter 
placed there which I found worked very stiffly, and we lost from the inlet 
to the outlet 6-10ths, which, in a district like that, was a matter of great 
importance. I disconnected the meter to see where the stoppage lay, and 
in the morning it was taken away to be repaired. Another meter was 
substituted the following day, and all went on satisfactorily. 

By Mr. May: About 190 feet were burnt by that temporary connexion. 

By Mr. Luoyp: Another one was at Adams's, in Fleet Street, which was 
given to prove to him that his fittings were in a very bad state, and that it 
was not in consequence of a defect in the meter that he had a poor supply 
of gas. That connexion continued one night, and consumed about the same 
quantity as Ireland's. A third one was somewhere in Paternoster Row. I 
recollect it in consequence of its being an alarming case. The inlet of the 
meter was seriously damaged. It was taken down hurriedly and removed, 
and the next day a fresh one was substituted. I should not think 20 feet 
of gas were consumed, as it was at a stationery shop, and they shut up 
between eight and nine. Those are the only iustances occurring in my 
district. I recollect one being placed in Bolt Court for four nights, but I 
believe that was reported and charged for. I reported it for that purpose. 
It was in the case of a 100 or 150-light meter that was out of order. I never 
heard of temporary connexions being given for the accommodation of 
customers, nor was any intimation made to me by the officials of the com- 
pany to allow them for the sake of getting custom. I should say decidedly 
it was not the practice. The oniy inducement we were authorized to give 
was strict attention to the consumers, and the greatest attention we could 
to their fittings. Ihave had many stand-pipesin my district for the purpose 
of trying the pressure when there was complaint of its being insufficient. | 
They only remained on for « few minutes. In the laying of mains in | 
Farringdon Market | used two for the space of about a week. 

| 


Cross-examined by Mr. AncurpaLp: Mr. Pontifex was the chief inspector | 
at the time I was in the employ of the company, and I received my in- 
structions from him and Mr. Massey. I made no entry of the temporary 
connexions, but I remember them well, especially Mr. Ireland's, because I 
am personally acquainted with him. I did not report any of them except 
the one in Bolt Court. It was my duty to have done so, but they were to 
my mind trivial, and more the result of accident than anything else. I 
believe there were only two stand-pipes used in Farringdon Market. The 
City Company lighted the market at that time, and we were laying down 
a new main for the purpose of taking the supply. I did not make any re- 
port of that nor of the quantity of gas consumed. The consumption was 
about five feet per hour, as there were burners upon the stand-pipes. I 
state ‘hat positively, as I put them there. The stand-pipes were there for 
about a week. They were at the distance of this room apart, and for the 
purpose of preventing persons falling into the hole. We did not require more, 
as the market authorities would only allow a few feet to be opened ata time. | 

By Mr May: They were similar burners to those on the public lamps. 
There were no lanterns to them. ‘They were used in the market, and pro- 
tected from the wind by the brick walls. 

By Mr. ArcnrBaup: In my judgment temporary connexions should not 
be given except where absolutely necessary, and should not be continued 
more than one night. I do not know an instance in any district where it 
was continued longer. Sometimes a complaint came in so late at night 
that we could not get a meter or find men to put it up. We never allowed | 
gas-fitters to make temporary connexions; if they had done so they would 
have been reported to the secretary, who would take care they did no more 
work forthe company. I made no estimate of the quantity of gas consumed ' | 
in Bolt Court. | 

Re-examined by Mr. Luoyp: In Ireland’s case the fittings were too small, | 
which involved the necessity for extra pressure, and a waste of gas. We \| 
were obliged to give additional pressure, as the City Company were work- || 
ing against us; and if we gave one inch, they gave an inch and. a half, and | 
in one instance there were three inches in Fleet Street. We were very || 
active in looking after customers, and did our duty as well as if we were || 
doing the business for ourselves. i | 

Mr. William Bassingham, examined by Mr. Lioyn. 

I am a member of the firm of Bassingham and Son, gas-fitters, Whitecross | | 

Street. We have been in the habit of doing. large amount of business lor 
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this company since the commencement. § do not remember, and upon 
inquiry among my men I cannot ascertain, that there have ever been 
more thau three temporary connexions made by us for the company up to 
the present time. In those cases there was something wrong with the 
meters, and we got permission to give the connexions from the inspectors. 
They were only for one night each. 

By Mr. May: I could not tell how much gas was consumed; perhaps not 
so much a3 1000 feet in each. 

By Mr. Lioyn: I only know of the one at White and Sons, in Cheapside, 

|| myself; my men told me there were two others. I do not know an instance 
in which a temporary connexion has been given for a considerable period; 
|| certainly not’by us. We had no authority to put them up as we thought 
fit, and should not attempt to do so, unless we got permission. I believe 
| the inspectors of this company do their duty as well as the officers of any 
| other company. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ancutzaup: The district in which we principally 
| work for the company is the City district. There was a temporary con- 
'nexion at Bradbury's a few days ago. I cannot remember a former one. 
| We only work for our own customers. 

Re-examined by Mr. LLoyp: Whenever we have made application to the 
| office for meters, we have not had the slightest diificulty in getting them. 
|| They had always a good stock. I cannot tell how many we put up, but 
| there have been a great number since the commencement. I should think 
|| upwards of 1000. 
|| James Warren, Esq., examined by Mr. Luoyp. 

T am one of the directors of the company, and have been so nearly from 
|, the commencement. In the cellar beneath my premises I have two burners 
|| which are used on dark evenings or toggy days. They have been there 
|/ever since [ had gas from the company, and the supply always passed 
| through the meter in the proper way until 1855. During some alteration 
|{in my premises, in May of that year, the fitter who moved the meter 

neglected his duty, and did not properly refix the pipe, so that the gas 
| did not pass through the meter. It was not discovered until September, 
| when @ message was sent to the office to have it properly arranged. We 

, always close business at 7 o'clock in the evening, so that during the whole 
|| winter we should not burn 1000 feet of gas in the cellar; but in this in- 
| terval it was, I believe, never lighted. When reported to the office, it was 
|| immediately attended to. 
|; Cross-examined by Mr. AncHipaLp: The occasion of the alteration in 
| the pipe was that the dry rot had got into the beams of my warehouse, and 
|| the flooring which was over the cellar had to be removed. I only know 
|| how long it remained from what I have heard. The gas there was not 
|| burned except during the winter, and it was not lit at all between May and 
|| October. It was through neglect on the part of the fitter that the pipe was 
|| wrongly fixed, 














|| By Mr. Bartow: We always sent to the company, and they sent their 

|| own fitter. It was one of their servants who altered the position of the 

|| meter. 

| By Mr. Arcnteatp: The meter was moved in order to allow of a water- 

|| closet being erected on the spot. [Witness described the precise nature of 

|, the alterations. ] 

|| Re-examined by Mr. Luoyp: The removal of the meter and taking off 
the pipe was not done to favour me as a director. I wanted no favour 
shown me, and desire only to do what is right. I am the last man who 

|| would try to injure Mr. Croll, or any one else. I am a wholesale grocer in 

|| Houndsditch. 

| Mr. Cro.s: I never imputed anything dishonest to Mr. Warren. There 

|; is no doubt it was clandestine, but it was through the carelessness of the in- 

| Spector, and without Mr. Warren's knowledge. 

| Mr. Arcnisatp: There is no imputation upon Mr. Warren. 

| Mr. Thomas Keys, examined by Mr. Lioyp. 

| | , am an inspector of the Great Central Gas Company, and have been so 

|| since the 12th of April, 1852. My districts have been the south and the 

|}east. The latter is a very large one. During the whole time I have been 

{| in the company’s employ I have paid as diligent attention to my duties as 

| | though it were my own concern. I have never.in any one case, nor at any 
time, received instructions or hints from ofticials of the company to favour 
customers by letting them have gas gratuitously. I have never, that I 
know of, received anything of the nature of a suggestion which would lead 
me to suppose that that would be desirable or agreeable. My instructions 
were these—do the best you can to oblige and save customers: and then, 
of course, I adopted those measures which I thought the most likely to se- 
cure them. My practice in reference to temporary connexions has been, 
never to make them unless in a case of necessity, and then to report to the 
chief clerk what has been done. If it was for one night only, I have done 
it on my own responsibility, without consulting the chief inspector. The 
only instances in which I have given temporary connexions without report- 
ing them were those in which I found the customers would be left in the 
dark without them, and only until the morning, and a meter could be put 
up. I have sometimes found a difficulty in getting a meter of the descrip- 
tion wanted. When that has been the case, I have put up another for the 
purpose of registering rather than allow the supply to be continued while 
the proper one was preparing. The index of the temporary meter was 
taken along with the rest. We have had temporary connexions for more 
than one night. In one case—a publichouse in Houndsditch—we could 
not get a meter of the size required, and we found it would be inconvenient 

|| to put another in its place, and a temporary connexion was given for four 

i| nights. I reported it to the chief clerk, who computed the gas consumed at 

|| the same quantity as the meter, when refixed, registered for the same period 

| | oftime. ‘There are two or three other cases which I cannot remember, but 


|| Mr. Wild, the chief clerk, can speak to. I am quite sure that when a tem- 
| porary connexion has been kept on for more than a day I have reported it, 

| and have given in the quantity which the meter registered, in order for it 
|, to be charged. With reference to escapes from mains, the practice has 
|' always been to repair them at the first opportunity; but if it was drawing 
| towards night, and the men were engaged, I have had them bound up with 
| yarn and a piece of pasteboard or card or brown paper, according to the 
size of the main, until the next morning or the day after, when it wasmade 
perfectly secure. Iam quite sure that I never leit a single case without 
making it secure for the time, and until we could have the opportunity of re- 
pairing it. There may have been such an instance, but it is an isolated 
one, in which we have allowed them to remain as much as three 
weeks without repair. I do not remember such a case, and I think it is 
improbable. The escapes from our mains are not so frequent as formerly, 
and they never were so frequent as the other gas companies, because theirs are 
old mains and ours new. ‘The state of the mainsin 1852 and 1853 was good, 
considering that they were all newly iaid. Purves had gone through them 
all, and had them examined, so that they were in good repair when I went 
there. Ihave never permitted a gas-fitter to give a temporary connexion 
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195 | 
when called on by his customers to do so. I have known a oe do it |} 
in my district without permission. It was in the case of Mr. Wilson, and he’ 
was threatened by the secretary with prosecution. I did the best I could)}, 
for the man, and said I thought he wished to serve a customer, and thei) 
company ought not to be too severe. The matter was at length overlooked, 
and Wilson was charged for the time during which it was up. I do not) 
know of another case. I remember the burners at Mr.Warren’s, in Hounds- ! 
ditch. They were quite right when I was in that district, im 1854. [ Wit- 
ness, by means of a sketch which he had prepared, pointed out the original 
position of the pipes, and the mode in which they were altered so as for the 
gas to pass without being registered.] In my judgment, they were never 
lighted during the time they were in that state. In the case of Simmons 
and Levy, in Cutler Street, which was a temporary connexion given in the 
hope of securing their custom, the lighting was continued about three weeks, 
until the Chartered Company took it from us. I gave the chief clerk an 
account of the time and number of burners; he computed what he con- 
sidered the full value of the consumption, £2. 10s., and I delivered a bill for 
it to Mr. Levy. I do not know whether that money has been received. 
The greatest number of lights I saw there at any time was five lanterns 
with four burners. I gave them liberty to light them all, for the yw co of |. 
trying whether there were any escapes, but I never saw them all alight at 
once. They were 16-inch lanterns, with four jets, consuming each about 
five feet per hour; and they were burning sometimes two or three hours, 
and sometimes not an hour. The price charged, £2. 10s., is equal to 12,500 
feet. I do not know whether Mr. Croll was paid for it. I have alist of the 
117 private lamps said to be supplied from the mains and not accounted 
for; I have inspected all the cases, and I find there are but two which are 
not in charge, one of which is a lamp at the company’s office; the other, 
which is on Ludgate Hill, 1am not certain about. I opened the ground, 
and traced all these to the mains; there were some — through meters, 
and some were found to belong to other companies. Iam not aware that 
there was ever a temporary connexion given at Behrens and Blomberg’s. 
It has not been in my time, and I have never given them, nor any one else, 
permission to take gas without having it pass through the meter. There || 
has been sometimes a delay in obtaining a large meter from the store, and 
we have had to put up a small one until we could get it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ancn1patp: I have not made an estimate of the 
quantity of gas consumed in the private lamps on this list. I know nothing 
about their being in charge except that I reported them to the chief clerk. 
They are not all in my district. I did not stay_at Simmons and Levy's 
all night to see how long the gas was burned. They might have lighted 
them all if they had been disposed. I gave them leave to do so—but they 
were not wanted. I am not sure that it was only for three weeks, but I} 
gave the chief clerk the right time when it was fresh in my memory. In 
estimating the quantity of gas consumed I know that I said enough. Mr. 
Wild said, “Say enough; because if we never get the money, Mr. Croll is to 
be paid.” I think the mains of the company are better now than when I 
first had to do with them; but, even then, the escapes were not half equal 
to the other companies. I had nothing to do with the first laying of the 
mains. I first heard of the pipe being altered at Mr. Warren's in September, 
1855. There was no necessity for its being arranged as I have shown that 
it was. I cannot tell why it was done; but, if I tell the truth, I think the 
inspector that was on there wanted to have a little catch upon me, and did 
it on purpose. I never made any alteration at Mr. Warren’s; it was done 
by Hunt. I know of only four or five occasions on which temporary con- 
nexions were given for longer periods than one night, and eA were charged 
in the next meteraccount. I heard that one was given at the Three Tuns 
Tavern, Jewry Street. I think it was Mr. Lucas’s foreman that told me they 
were obliged to take the meter down one night. I do not remember one at 
Mills’s, in Aldgate. Cf course, there might be one anywhere without my 
knowing it; because any consumer could disconnect his meter if he chose to 
run the hazard of doing so. Houndsditchis inmy district. In 1856 there was, 
I think, a temporary connexion at Early and Smith's, which I believe is one of 
the places reported by me to the chief clerk. If so, itis entered in the district- 
book. There never, tomy knowledge, was one in Nag’s Head Court. In refer- 
ence to escapes, I have known them stopped with yarn and brown paper for a 
long time. There was one ordered by Mr. Croll himself to be bound up in that 
way. It wasan 18-inch pipe, and the crackin it wasa sloping one. Iwas not 
allowed to cut it out; and Mr. Croll kept saying, “ Do your best to stop it.” 
I had large card-boards as thick as the back of a book, and ew to 
fit them, and I put round them clips, and covered them with white lead;| | 
and then we found a little oozing out, when Mr. Croll gave orders for it to | | 
be done the best way we could. At last we were obliged to take it out. || 
That case was not for weeks only, but for three months it was in such a || 
state. It was the worst place we ever had todo. Escapes might be some | | 
time before we repaired them thoroughly; but the least trouble is to do it! | 
at once, because the ground is open. There might, however, be impedi-| | 
ments in the way, the proper men not being to be had, or a pipe of the same | | 
size. If we had men enough, and went to expense enough, there would just | 


be the same difficulty, supposing we could not get the materials. There is I 
difficulty in London sometimes in this respect, and the other companies find | | 
more difficulty than we do. We have clips now made on purpose, and we | | 
put the clips round, and make a double joint of it; and therefore we have | 
no trouble with it further—that settles the business. 

(To be continued.) 


Miscellaneous News. 


THE METROPOLITAN GAS QUESTION. 
PUBLIC MEETING IN SOUTHWARK. 

On Tuesday last a public Meeting of the Members and Friends of the} 
* Gas Consumers’ Mutual Protection Association,” and of the inhabitants of | 
Southwark and Lambeth generally, was held at the Literary Institution, | 
Borough Road, “ to take into consideration the existing gas monopoly now | 
established in South London, and determine on the propriety of petitioning 
Parliament for redress. Also, to consult on the adoption of measures for re- 
moving the evils to which the consumers are now subjected, and obtaining 
an immediate reduction in the price of gas to 4s. per 1000 feet.” 

The spacious room was crowded to excess, it having been announced that 
Admiral Sir Charles Napier, M.P., John Locke, Esq., Q.C., M.P., William 
Roupel!, Esq., M.P., John Townsend, Esq., M.P., und other influential 
gentlemen, would attend and address the meeting. Neither of these metro- 
politar. members, however, made their appearance, in consequence, as it was 
intimated, of there being an important matter under consideration in the 
House of Commons. 

Dr. CHALLICE, on taking the chair, said he regretted to have to report that, 
with the exception of a growing feeling of indignation against the working 
of the gas monopoly, no material improvement had taken place in the position 
of the gas suppliers and gas consumers of the metropolis. On the contrary, 
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they found that the companies were entrenching themselves more firmly in 
the course to which they had committed themselves; that their despotism 
increased, and the cases of injustice, and oppression, and tyranny were multi- 
plying daily. (Hear, hear.) It, then, became a question, how was all this 
to pos B or his part, he confessed that he was sick of gas agitation; it was 
time that it was brought to an issue, and he entreated every one present to 
aid in some active measures to terminate the strife, by putting an end to gas 
monopoly. (Hear, hear.) That this was practicable as well as reasonable 
there could be no doubt, and that it was necessary as an act of self-defence 
on the part of the consumers all were agreed. In reviewing the history of 
the gas companies of that district, and recalling the circumstances under 
which the Surrey Consumers’ Company was established, they were reminded 
that there were certain conditions thoroughly understood and agreed upon 
between the manufacturers and the consumers, one of the principal of which 
was that the price of gas should be fixed at 4s. per 1000. Some time after- 
wards, and during the existence of a very exceptional state of things, producing 
an enormous rise in the price of coal, and a nearly equivalent rise in the price 
of iron, freights, and wages, the companies considered themselves justified in 
raising the price of gas something like 12} per cent., or 6d. per 1000. It was 
then stated that the rise was temporary, and that as soon as circumstances ren- 
dered it practicable, it should again be reduced to the old standard. This was 
repeated again and again, and used as an argument why the consumers should 
be patient under the districting arrangements. But, now that the thing had 
been long since practicable, and the districting had been completed, what special 
benefit had they derived? Theadded 6d. had not been taken off ; and he said 
it publicly, wishing only that the directors of the companies were present to 
hear him, that a greater breach of faith never was committed by public men 
than the retention of that 6d. under the altered circumstances of the times. 
(Hear.) They had coals now as cheap as ever they were; freights never were 
80 low; they all knew, unfortunately, that labour never was so plentiful ; 
and yet this unfair taxation was continued, while the directors called their 
shareholders together, congratulated them upon increased rental, divided 
| amongst them large profits, and laid by good round sums by way of forming 
reserve-funds ; and not one of them had the common honesty to get up and 
say, ‘Is it not time, Mr. Chairman, to make some reduction to the con- 
sumers?” (Hear, hear.) And then, too, by some species of hocus-pocus 
which he could not understand—by some mystery of meters which he could 
not fathom—it seemed, from cases which were constantly coming under their 
notice, that consumers who had the same number of burners, and lighted up 
during the same length of time as formerly, found that year by year the 
were charged more and more for this necessary article. He had gone throug 
aay numbers of the JourNaL oF Gas LiGHTING, from which he had de- 
rived much information, and he was bound to say that they were under 
eat obligations to its conductors; for, though it was established in the 
interest of gas companies, it was of essential service to gas consumers. (Hear, 
hear.) He found in that JounNat the report of a most important investi- 
gation which had recently been pant tw in reference to one of the com- 
panies in the City of London, and he thought it was only right that he 
should briefly allude to it. (Hear.) It was the report of an arbitration 
case, and it appeared that one of the charges brought by Mr. Croll against 
the directors oF the company, and out of which one of his claims for com- 
pensation arose, was that the inspectors were ordered to goround and tilt the 
| consumers’ meters. And whatfor? Why, strange as it might appear, to make 
them register less; the company being anxious to secure customers by prov- 
ing that the consumption of gas was less with them than with the other com- 
panies. But, then, it seemed to him (the chairman) that if they could tilt 
the meters one way they could another—(hear, hear)—and let them remem- 
ber that, unfortunately, their district was leased to Mr. Croll. This was an 
a seed consideration, and placed them and the companies also in an ano- 
malous position, which ought no longer to be continued. (Hear, hear.) The 
chairman then read a list of the cases which had been reported to the asso- 
ciation as having occurred in the district, in which grevious oppression on 
the part of the gas oompanies was alleged. In one, a consumer having de- 
posited £10 in the hands of the company when the service was laid on, sub- 
sequently got into arrears to the extent of £3. 5s. The company cut off his 
as, and charged 5s. for re-connecting it, although the deposit still remained 
in their hands. In another, the consumer not requiring the supply to be con- 
tinued, applied for the return of so much of his deposit as remained after 
paying for his consumption, and was told that “‘no money wasreturned.” A 
third was “swindled out of £20,” to pay the arrears of his predecessor, before 
he could have a supply at all. There were others which involved questions 
touching the contracts under which the companies agreed to supply gas, and 
had violated the conditions. The chairman concluded by observing that the 
supply of gas to the metropolis was a subject which had taken hold of public 
opinion to a large extent, and it would continue to be agitated until some 
satisfactory arrangement were come to. (Hear, hear.) There were various 
questions which must arise if the matter were to be properly brought before 
a parliamentary committee, and amongst these was, whether the vestries 
themselves might not supply gas to the public and appropriate the profits 
derived from its sale in diminution of the rates. (Hear, hear.) That 
plan had been acted upon in Manchester, and with the best results. As 
matters now stood, not only were the consumers made to suffer through ex- 
cessive charges, but in the absence of competition there was no desire on the 
art of the companies to adopt improvements in the manufacture of e. 
he present was one of the most important meetings this association had 
held; he hoped it would be conducted with good feeling, that the subject 
would be calmly and dispassionately considered, and the results honourable 
and satisfactory to all. (Cheers.) e 

Mr. SEE, of Russell Street, moved—“‘ That this meeting is of opinion that 
the present monopoly of the gas companies is the cause of great injustice 
and oppression to the consumers, and is in direct opposition to the principles 
of competition upon which those companies obtained their several Acts of 
Parliament.” 

Mr. Witcuer seconded the resolution. He said the districting arrange- 
ments were commenced ostensibly for the benefit of the consumers, and had 
ended in the creation of a monopoly prejudicial to their interests. The 
attempt to do this > etting a bill smuggled into Parliament had awakened 
their anxiety, and led to the formation of the Gas Consumers’ Association. 
He reminded the meeting that gas legislation was as yet but in its infancy, 
but the basis of it was fair competition. The combination, however, into 
which the metropolitan companies had entered destroyed all chances of com- 
ye and effectually defeated the intentions of Parliament. What had 

en the result up to the present time? An advance of 6d. per 1000 feet to 
the consumers, and a series of such acts as those to which the chairman had 
referred. (Hear, hear.) On the other hand, the companies had reaped large 
yearly increases of dividend—in fact, money was running into their 
exchequers so plentifully that they did not know what to do with it. 
In the northern districts of London the companies had brought the strength 
of their position to bear upon the parochial boards, and had largely 
increased the charges for public lighting. The vestries had accordingly 








felt it their duty to call public attention to the subject, and to organize 
a movement for obtaining a pene inquiry. On the south side the 
private consumers were actually suffering the evils which their neighbours 
only anticipated, and they would not consent any longer to bear those hard- 
ships with supineness and indifference. (Hear, hear.) They did not want 
to make an onslaught on the companies who were entitled to a fair dividend 
for the capital invested in their works, but he was persuaded that, unless 
some vigorous efforts were made, the evils would increase until they would 
become unbearable. He urged them, therefore, to put their shoulders to the 
wheel, and co-operate in such energetic measures as would place the matter 
on an equitable footing to all parties concerned. He did not know of an 
more effectual mode of doing so than in promoting the objects for which 
that meeting had been called. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

Mr. Barnes admitted that the companies were justified to some extent in 
promoting the districting arrangements, as thereby they saved a large amount 
of leakage and annual cost, but the advantages they thus derived should not 
be secured at the cost of inflicting upon the consumers such acts of oppression 
as the chairman had referred to, and which would have been altogether im- 
possible during the period of competition. He moved—“ That the continued 
evasion of the promised reduction of the additional charge of 6d. per 1000 
feet in the price of gas in these districts (now that the companies are making 
larger profits than ever) is a natural consequence of the monopoly, caused 
by the districting arrangements, and demands on the part of the consumers 
oo and extended efforts to bring about a reduction to at least 4s. per 

00 feet.” 

Mr. CoLuiinson, in a long and animated speech, seconded the resolution. 
He complained bitterly that the promises made by the companies had not 
been fulfilled; that the consumers, instead of having more protection, had 
less than formerly ; and that while the companies were dividing large divi- 
dends, the charges for public and private lights had been increased. They 
were to have security for the quality of the gas supplied; but he denied that 
they had it, and protested against the test being made at the companies’ 
works instead of at the consumers’ houses. The public ought to appoint 
their own inspector, who should ascertain the quality at the customers’ 
burners, and make a public report as to the result. No one could deny that 
during the last three months the gas had been very inferior throughout the 
district. Moreover, the public had no security as to the correctness of their 
meters ; and he contended that it was a hardship for the person appointed to 
test them to charge 3s. 6d. to a consumer, while the companies only paid 1s, 
each for examining them. As to the price of gas, he was in a position to 
tell them that the public lights cost more at the present time, notwithstanding 
all the improvements which had taken place in the manufacture of gas, than 
they did 20 years ago, and though gas at that time was being sold at 9s. and Lis. 
per 1000 cubic feet. He further complained of the companies having power to 
insist upon a new tenant paying up the arrears of the old one before he could 
have a supply of gas, of the very ep A manner in which the accounts of 
the companies were collected, and of their demand of the payment of a deposit 
before they would lay on a service-pipe to a house. He urged the meeting 
to a course of energetic action; and though he was doubtful as to their 
success in appealing to Parliament for a general reduction of price, they 
might, he was persuaded, do much by attention to the other matters he had 
referred to, to lessen the evils of which they justly complained. (Hear, hear.) 

The resolution having been adopted, 

Mr. RepFERN moved—“ That a petition to the House of Commons, em- 
bodying the opinions of this meeting, as conveyed in the foregoing resolu- 
tions, and praying for a parliamentary inquiry, be prepared for the signa- 
tures of the consumers, and that the members for the boroughs of Lambeth 
and Southwark, and the eastern division of Surrey, be requested to support 
the prayers thereof.” 

Mr. Dresser RoceErs, in seconding the resolution, said he took a very 
prominent part in the last gas agitation, and he felt bound to say that, 
unless the public gt this association much better than the former one, 
they would reap only the same result—disappointment. He had seen large 
and enthusiastic meetings adopt resolutions which pledged them to great ex- 
ertions, and then the committees appointed to carry them out fail for want of 
support. It was that want of co-operation on their part which had led to his 
advocating the a arrangements. When he found men like Mr. 
Pocock, the chairman of the Surrey Consumers’ pee yy who had invested 
their hard-earned savings in gas-works, not so much for the sake of profit, 
but with higher motives, and on the faith of signed papers, which he (the 
speaker) had in his office, to take the new company’s gas if brought to their 
doors at 4s.—when he found such men comparatively deserted, and dozens 
upon dozens of those who had promised, refusing to carry out their engage- 
ments, he felt fully justified in supporting a scheme which promised to save 
their property, while it preserved to the public a supply of gas at fair prices. 
That scheme, however, had not been carried out in the way he had expected, 
and he would be | too ha By to co-operate in any measure for bringing 
about a better state of things; but he would warn them that it could only 
be done by following up the proceedings of such a meeting as this by vigorous 
personal exertions. 

Mr. Love supported the resolution, and denied that the former gas agita- 
tion had been so unproductive as Mr. Rogers had asserted. 

Mr. Rogerts said it was no use appealing to the House of Commons to 
secure a reduction of price, because the very men whose capital was invested 
in these undertakings were the men before whom their appeal would be 
heard. They must remember that something was due to those who had in- 
vested £8,000,000 of money in gas-works, He expressed his disapprobation 
of many of the epithets which had been applied to the directors of the gas 
companies by previous speakers, and warned the meeting that there were two 
sides to a question, and it was not only possible, but very easy, to prove too 
much. [The speaker was listened to with great impatience. ] 

The CHAIRMAN said that though there were £8,000,600 of capital invested, 
there was an annual rental of £2,000,000 which ought to be protected. 

The motion was then put and carried, and a vote of thanks to the chair- 
man terminated the proceedings. 





Satz or A Gas-Work PLant.—The entire buildings and plant of the 
old Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas- Works were sold by auction on the 18th 
inst., ‘in consequence of the removal of the business to the new works.” 
About £520 was realized by the various lots, only one of them, consisting of 
a cast-iron tank and aodediies 30 feet diameter by 18 feet deep, erected by 
Wright and Westwood in 1852, having given rise to any various competition. 
It fetched £300, and was purchased for re-erection at Henley-on-Thames. 

SaLE or LiverPoot Gas SHARES.—Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Liverpool United Gas Company’s Act, 600 new shares in that undertaking 
were offered to the public by auction, on the 18th inst., in 150 lots of 4 shares 
each, and sold at an average premium of 92 per cent. on their nominal value. 
The company, consequently, receive £48 for each £25 share, and pay their 
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the chance of receiving less. 


mentary dividend of 10 per cent. on the smaller sum; so that the 
purchaser can only receive about 5} per cent. upon his investment, and run 


on the 8th inst. the tenders were opened (nine in number) for the alteration ’ 
of one of the present gasholders into a telescope gasholder, when the esti- | lity of the gas, since which we have been happy to learn that every effort is 
mate of Messrs. Whitehouse and Co., Globe Gasholder, and Boiler, and Paten, | making to give general satisfaction, and leave no just ground of complaint.— 
Tube Works, Wednesbury, was chosen. These gentlemen, we understand, | Oxford Chronicle. 


At the request of a consumer we last week m: 


are very celebrated in their profession (in addition to which their tender was 

the lowest), and the work will no doubt be efficiently performed. Mr. Felix 

Webb, the principal partner in the tube works, was formerly in partnership 

Oxrorp GAs-Works.—We are informed that at a meeting of the directors | with Wm. Handley, Esq., late farmer of the re duty in this city. 
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some reference to the qua- 
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ElcHTon MOOR GAS COALS.— 
Parties wishing to be supplied with these first- 
class Gas Coals will please to apply to Mr. MATTHEW 
NESBIT, E1GHTON Moor OFFIce, NEWCASTLE-UPON- 
Tyne. These coals are well known as among the 
richest in gas, and working the roundest on the River 
Tyne. They are extensively used by metropolitan gas 
works. 





PATENT FLEXIBLE GAS TUBING, 
VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER HOSE-PIPES, 
WASHERS, PACKING, &c. 


AMES LYNE HANCOCK begs to 

announce a considerable REDUCTION in PRICE 
of his PATENT VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER 
TUBING. 

VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER AIR-TIGHT 
BAGS, any size, for Gas Mains, with flexible tubes 
attached, and fitted with stop-cocks complete. 

Manufactory and Warehouse, No. 6, Goswell Road, 
Lonpon (E.C.). 


GAS-WORKS ERECTED, ALTERED, VALUED, 
OR LEA BY 


GEORGE WALCOTT, 

GAS AND CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
BEAUMARIS GAS-WORKS, ANGLESEA, 
who has erected twenty Gas-Works during the last 
four years, all of which are giving satisfaction. 

London Office, 24, Abchurch Lane, City. 


| TO GAS COMPANIES. 
A BARGAIN. 
For SALE, a Cast-Iron Tank, built 


by LOSH and CO. in 1842; in excellent condition, 

36 feet 4 inches in diameter, by 18 feetdeep. Also, the 

Gasholder, Guide-Columns, and Valves, in connexion 
with the tank. 

Application to be made to Mr. ALFRED H. Woop, 

General Manager, Gas Company’s Office, HASTINGS. 


} CHARLES BOTTEN and SON, 
ENGINEERS AND METER-MAKERS, 
CRAWFORD PASSAGE, RAY STREET, 
CLERKENWELL, LONDON (E. C.). 
Manufacturers of Station and Patent Protector Con- 
sumers’ Meters, Patent Slide-Valves, Gas-Fittings, 

Pipes, &c. 
Also, High-pressure Cocks, Hydrants, Closets, and 
all Water-Fittings. 


WILLIAM RYDER, 
GEWERAL MINERAL AND METAL AGENT AND MERCHANT, 
4, DEAN STREET. 
E NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
is prepared to supply Gas and Water Companies with 
Apparatus and Appliances of every description, in- 
cluding Cast and Wrought Iron Goods, Coals, Fire- 
Bricks, Retorts, &c. &c. 
Any communications addressed to him as above shall 
have prompt attention, 
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JAMES FEATHERSTONE, 


ENGINEER, 


E J 
Manufacturer of GASHOLDERS, IRON ROOFS, and | 


every description of Gas Apparatus. 
ALLIANCE IRON WorRKS, 
CLAYTON, near MANCHESTER. 


ME WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Consulting nginecr and Contractor, 
DUDLEY, near BIRMINGHAM. 


RICHARDSON and C0., 


ENCINEERS AND IRONFOUNDERS, 


TUNNEL FOUNDRY anv SPRING GARDEN 
IRON-WORKS, 


DUDLEY, near BIRMINGHAM, 
Manufacturers of Gas and Water Apparatus, Steam- 
Engine Boilers, Single and Double Gasholders, Tanks, 

Bridges, Boats, Roofs, Valves, &c. 


(Q voRNDON and Mountsorrel Gas- 
WORKS. 


WANTED Immediately,a Man at the above Works, 
who thoroughly understands the Making of Gas in all 
its branches, and of Setting Retorts. 

Applications, with Testimonials and References, to 
be forwarded, on or before Wednesday, the 7th day of 
April next, to Mr. J. Camm, Manager, Quorndon, near 
Loughborough, LEICESTERSHIRE. 


ESPLin's, commonly called Judkin’s 


PATENT GAS-REGULATOR, 

















Is manufactured solely by 
THOMAS LAMBERT and SON, Short Street, 
New Cut, Lambeth, Lonpon, 
And is by them supplied wholesale at the following 


; ’ prices:— 
j-in. for 5lights, j-in.for 10lights, 1-in. for 20lights, 
s. 6d. 25s. 6d. 34s. Gd. 
1}-in. for 3) lights, 


S. 
1}-in. for 60 lights, —2-in. for 100 to 150 lights, 
65s. 93s. each. 
A saving in the consumption of Gas of from 20 to 25 
per cent, is effected by the use of this Regulator. 
A liberal discount allowed to the Trade, 





TO GAS COMPANIES AND OTHERS. 


Q* SALE, Four Single-Lift Gas- 


HOLDERS, either separately or together, viz. :— 
No. 1—56 feet diameter—Contents, 24,000 cubic feet. 
5 24 


No. 2—50 ” ” ’ ” 
No. 3—54 ” ” 26,000, 
No, 4—62 ” 40,500 


having three Cast-Iron Pillars, 20 feet long, Wood 
Frames, Pulleys, Chains, and Balance-Weights to each, 
Théy are now at work, but are about to be replaced by 
a large one. 

Apply to Mr. JoserpH ADAMSON, engineer, at the 
Works of the LEEDs New Gas Company. 
Leeds, March 9, 1858. 


ADDISON POTTER, 
WILLINGTON QUAY, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, 
Manufacturer of Clay Retorts, Fire Bricks, and every 
description of Fire Clay Goods. 


ROBERT MACLAREN & CO., 
EGLINTON FOUNDRY, GLASGOW, 
Manufacturers of all sizes of Cast-Iron Main Pipes, by 
an improved Patent. General lronfounders, Gas En- 

gineers, and Wrought-Iron Tube Makers. 











PURIFIERS, 


ANTED, dur the ensuing 
Spring, a Set of Four PURIFIERS, five or six 
feet square, with Centre-Valve, Second-hand, and in 
good condition. 
And to be DISPOSED OF, a similar Set of Purifiers, 
three feet square. 
Address, Mr. OLDFIELD, Manager {of Gas-Works, 
Spalding, LINCOLNSHIRE. 


WILLIAM STEPHENSON & SON, 


THROCKLEY, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
MANUFACTURERS or EVERY DESCRIPTION oF 
FIRE BRICKS, CLAY RETORTS, LUMPS, TILES 
Sc. &e. 
LONDON OFFICES: 
76, KING WILLIAM STREET, CITY. 
A large stock of Fire-Clay Goods always on hand in 
London, at the lowest wharf prices, at Messrs, 
CuaristTie and Co,’s Wharf, 64, Bankside, SouTHWARK 


HARRIS AND PEARSON, 
PROPRIETORS OF 
BEST GLASS-HOUSE POT AND CRUCIBLE CLAY. 
MANUFACTURERS OF 
FIRE BRICKS GAS RETORTS &C, 
AMBLECOTE FIRE CLAY AND Brick WorRKS, 
STOURBRIDGE, 


Late in the occupation of I, and W. King. 
Originally J. Pideock, Esq. 
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"BUTTERFIELD and DEMPSTER, 


Erection of New and Repairs of Gas-Works, 
NEW ROAD, ELLAND, anv 15, HOLDEN 
STREET, HALIFAX, YORKSHIRE, 


peleotee and Gas Proprietors to their DOUBLE- 
GROVED FIRE-BRICK OVENS, now so extensively 
used in many of our large Gas-Works, and giving uni- 


for the last 14 years, and are still in good working 
order. Their capabilities of being heated to a more 
intense heat than iron, and the small annual cost for 
repairs, make them an article better adapted to Gas 
Companies and Proprietors than any other at present 


use of our Ovens in the manu 


ives. 





they particularly r ding th 
No. l—1 ft. 6 in. wide, any length. 
No. 2—3 ft. wide do, 
No. 3—4 ft. wide do. 
No. 4—5 ft. wide do. 
No. 5—Set of three to one Fire, viz.—one 4 ft. wide 
at the top, and 15 in. each side of Furnace. 
No. 6—Set of three to one Fire, viz.—one 5 feet, and 
one 18 in. each side of Furnace. 
Iron and Fire-Clay Retorts set on the most improved 
principle. 

Cast-Iron Retorts, Condensers, Purifiers, all sizes. 
Hydraulic Centre-Valves, for working two, three, or 
four Purifiers alternately. 

Gas Governors, Cast-Iron Pipes, and every description 
of Gas Castings at the cheapest possible prices. 
Plans and Specifications prepared for every 
description of Apparatus in the Manufac- 
ture and Distribution of Gas. 


Testimonials and References forwarded on application. 





DINAS FIRE BRICKS, RETORTS, 
AND CEMENTS. 


YOUNG & ALLEN, 


MANUFACTURERS OF DINAS FIRE BRICKS 
AND RETORTS, 


NEATH, GLAMORGANSHIRE, 


Beg to draw the attention of the Engineers and Ma- 
nagers of Gas-works to the superior quality of their 
goods, and more especially to their BRICK RETORTS, 
which, in addition to the almost infusible nature of the 
Fire-Clay employed, have the great advantage, from its 
large excess of Silica, of EXPANDING BY THE APPLICA- 
TION OF HEAT, and quently b ing i 
and less liable to leak by use. Their cost is less than 
that of the crdinary Clay Retorts. 

Young and Allen’s DINAS FIRE-BRICKS and 
CEMENT have been long used for the liuings of fur- 
naces exposed to high temperatures, and are well known 
in the London and other Gas-works. They can be 
forwarded by rail to all parts of the United Kingdom, 
and shipped by sea to all parts of the world, 

Prices on application as above. 








GAS ENGINEERS, & CONTRACTORS . 
FOR THE : 


| 
| 
{ 
| 


most respectfully to call the attention of Gas 


versal satisfaction, many of which have been at work | 


before them. The great ouving vo ong [ta sg - j 
facture of Gas has made | 


them more general in many of the large Gas-Works, © 








JAMES SHEARS and SONS, 


PATENT WET & DRY METER MAKERS, 


Recommend their PATENT DRY GAS-METER to 
Gas Companies and the Public as the best and sim- 
plest Dry Gas-Meterin use. They are acknowledged 
to be of first-rate workmanship and accuracy of regis- 
tration.—Shears and Sons continue to supply these 
Meters on the most favourable terms; and they also 
manufacture Wet Gas-Meters, to which they apply 
their Patent Indices. 
BANKSIDE, LONDON. 


JOHN ROGERSON and CO., 


NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE anp MIDDLESBRO’- 
ON-TEES. 

Wrought and Cast Iron Pipes, Cast-Iron Retorts, and 

all kinds of Foundry Work necessary for Gas- Works. 

Fire-Bricks and Clay Retorts. Gas Coals of every 

description. Pig, Bar, and Plate Iron. 





TO GAS COMPANIES. _ 
A BARGAIN. 
OR SALE, a Cast-Iron Tank, in 


| in a manner that combines unusual commercial ad- || 


| FENCHURCH STREET. \| 
! 


. LAMING (Inventor of th 


Revivified Oxide of Iron Purification) has the 
satisfaction to announce that Gas may now be purified 


THE PURIFYING-HOUSE SUPERSEDED. | 


vantages with all the possible requirements of the | | 
sanitary officer and the public. All that need be said | | 
to call attention to the new process is, that instead of | 
the purifying-house, two vessels of small area, placed | | 
after the condenser, suffice; that these vessels never 1| 
have the least communication with the atmosphere; 
and that neither lime, oxide, nor any other substance | 
foreign to the gas itself is brought into contact with 
it. Gas engineers will perceive among the advantages | | 
thus offered, economy in room, labour, and materials ; | | 
impossibility of nuisanee; and total absence of injury | | 
to the illuminating power. || 
Particulars by addressing RicHarD LAMING, 118, | 





GAst. TRON Retorts, Socket Pipes, 
with Syphons and all requisite Connexions, Lamp | 
Columns, Wrought Iron Tubing, Valves, Street Lamps, | | 
Sight Holes, Furnace Doors, Ash Pans, Charging and | 
Coke Shovels, Iron Pails and Coke Barrows, Cross 
Bars, Fire Pots, Pumps, Iron Borings. | 

PURIFIERS, CONDENSERS, and SCRUBBERS} 
erected complete, or the materials supplied; with every | 
description of goods in use by Gas-Works, in stock, on 





| wholesale prices, at 


LYNCH WHITE’S, 
Old Barge Iron Wharf, Upper Ground Street, 
LONDON. 








“TO GAS COMPANIES. 


J. W. GRAZEBROOK. 

75, OLD BROAD STREET, LONDON, 
Having applications for New and Second-hand Gas 
Apparatus, would be obliged by those Companies 
having Apparatus to dispose of, to send particulars. 
And Companies requiring Apparatus are solicited to 
apply. 

PIPES, RETORTS, TANKS, GASHOLDERS, &c. | 
on Shortest Notice. | 

STOURBRIDGE and NEWCASTLE FIRE GOODS, 
Contracts TAKEN. 


‘LESMAHAGO GAS COAL: 


. | 
AMES FERGUSON and CO., Lessees | 
of the Auchinheath and Craignethan Gas Coale || 
fields (the most extensive and valuable in the parish of | 
Lesmahago), respectfully intimate to the Managers of | 
Gas-Works and Consumers of Gas Coal, that he is pre-| 
pared to ship the best quality of the above well-known i 
COALS at Glasgow or Leith; and also to deliver them 1} 
at the railway stations upon, or connected with, the | 
Caledonian Railway, to any extent which may be i 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
, 





} required, | 


excellent condition, 31 feet 2 inches in diameter, | 
| tions, may be learned by addressing James Ferguson 


by 15 feet deep. 

Also, the Gasholder, Guide-Columns, Suspension- 
Chains, Balance-Weights, and Valves, in connexion 
with Tank. 

Application to be made to Mr. CHARLES FARRAND, 
Manager, Gas Company’s Works, Croydon, SURREY. 


FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 
JOHN SWARBRIC EK, 


MANUFACTURER OF PATENT COMPOSITION CLAY RETORTS, 
FIRE BRICKS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, SHAPE, AND SIZE, &c. &c. 
HIGHER EANAM, BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. 


These RETORTS are generally used in the Gas-works of Preston, Accrington, Bury, Heywood, Middleton, Rochdale, Ratcliffe; the Mills of Messrs. Horrocks, 
Miller, and Co., Preston, &c. &c., and are unequalled in having afforded general satisfaction to those who have given these Retorts a trial. 

To meet the increasing demand, the Works at Little Harwood have been greatly enlarged ; and Gas Engineers who may favour with an Order may rely with confidence 
on their being promptly supplied with an article not to be surpassed in finish or durability. 


PRICES MODERATE. 


Price, free on board, or delivered at the railway sta-| | 


and Ce., Gas-Coal Works, Lesmahago; or J.H. Jones, | | 
1, Poets’-corner, Westminster, sole Agent for London. | 
Shipping Agent for Glasgow: 
MR. ALEXANDER STRATTON, 
159, West GEORGE STREET. 

















destroyed and entirely past repair. 


cannot happen in the above improvement. 


up to the present time. 


Meters sent at the lowest London prices. , 


JOHN VICKARY 


Carriage paid to any part of England. 


TO GAS COMPANIES, GAS PROPRIETORS, AND GAS ENGINEERS. 


begs to call the attention of the above to his improved METALLIC CASE GAS-METER, an improvement which has met with entire approbation from the various Gas 
Companies and Engineers to whom he has introduced it, and acknowledged to be the greatest improvement that has been made since the year 1832; at which period a 
metal was introduced for the construction of the Drum, Syphon, and Float, capable of resisting any impurities arising from either gas or water, which has been found to 
answer every expectation; as, in repair, Drums of the above date are found in perfect and good condition, when the Outer Case, Valve-box, Inlet-pipe, &c., are quite 


J. V. has introduced a coating or lining of the above metal in the Outer Case, Valve-box, Inlet-pipe, &c., thereby rendering the whole as durable as the Drum, as not 
a particle of tin plate is exposed to the action of either water or gas; and preventing the possibility of gas passing above the water line through the front into the body of 
the Case to the outlet unregistered, which frequently occurs. When the Meter has been in use for any length of time it is generally found that rust or decay takes place 


above rather than under the water line, which is only discovered when they need repair. Also the Inlet-pipe and Valve-box are generally found quite decayed, which 


J. V. feels confident that the above will be found a most desirable and perfect instrument, as it contains all other improvements of utility that have been introduced 


The most strict attention is given to the workmanship as well as the registration of every Meter, to render them perfectly accurate. 
Station Meters, Governors, &c., made on the shortest notice, as well as Gas Cooking Apparatus of every description, Gas Baths, &c. 


WEST OF ENGLAND GAS METER AND GENERAL GAS APPARATUS MANUFACTORY, 84, FORE STREET, EXETER. 





AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF 


LIVESEY FIRE-CLAY WORKS, 
NEAR BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. | 


ORLANDO BROTHERS, | 


MANUFACTURER OF PATENT CLAY RETORTS, 


TUBULAR CLAZED SEWERACE PIPES, BENDS, JUNCTIONS, ETC. 
FIRE-BRICKS, TILES, BLOCKS, AND CHIMNEY-TOPS. 
































— 




















BOYLE’S 
PATENT SILVERED 


GLASS REFLECTORS 


are the most durable, and are cheaper and better than any other. 


HULETT and CO., Sole Agents, 


Patentees of the only really good 


MERCURIAL GAS-REGULATOR, 


which can be had any size from half an inch upwards, 


55 and 56, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON. 
An extensive assortment of every kind of Gas-fittings always on hand. Glass Lustres, &c. 


WILLIAM PARKINSON AND CO., 


(Successors to the late Samuel Crosley), 


COTTAGE LANE, CITY ROAD, LONDON, 
Beg to announce that, in addition to the manufacture of GAS-METERS, they continue the manufacture 
of METERS for MEASURING WATER, SPIRITS, &c., commenced, under Patent in 1849, by the late Mr. 
William Parkinson. 

These Meters are as simple and durable as the Gas-Meter, and as correct as that instrument in the 
registration of the fluids passing through them. 








BEST AND CHEAPEST SLUICE-COCK. 
A _q 





Mi / 


AY’S PATENT. 


Above 3-inch diameter, price 10s. per inch. Brass face, 6d. per inch extra. 
Can be taken to pieces without being removed from the line of Piping. 
NORTH WILTS FOUNDRY, DEVIZES. 
BENJAMIN GIBRONS, Jux., 


DEEPDALE FIRE-CLAY AND BRICK WORKS, | 
Near DUDLEY, | 
Manufacturer of every description of Fire-Bricks, 
Lumps, Quarries, Shields, Flue Covers, &c., to any size 





or shape required. | PATENT EQUITABLE GAS-METER 
FIRE-CLAY RETORTS, is the most effective preventive of fraud by‘ tilting,” 
TO MobDEL OR DRAWING. , and is as simple in construction as the common meter. 
B. G. begs to call the attention of Gas Companies to | Manufactured only by 


his Fire-Clay Retorts, which heve been used with great 
satisfaction in some of the largest Gas-Works in the 
Metropolis and many Provincial Towns in England, 


- CO 4 
60, BUCCLEUCH STREET, 
References given, if required. | ° 


EDINBURGH 


By Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent. 











IRNIE CANNEL.—The Proprietors 
of the PIRNIE COAL COMPANY are now pre- | 
pared to ship their excellent Gas Coal in the Frith of 
Forth, or put iton the East Fife Railway, It contains | 
but little sulphur, and yields over 10,000 feet ef 26 candle 
per ton. For particulars apply to Mr. Robert 
CARRICK, Manager, PIRNIE COLLIERY, LEVEN, FIFE, 


GEORGE CUTLER, 
GASHOLDER MAKER, 
No. 8, WENLOCK-ROAD, CITY-ROAD, 
LONDON. ; , 

Contracts for Tanks, Gasholders, Roofs, Purifiers, Experimental and Station Meters of any size made 
and all descriptions of Gas Apparatus executed on the | to order on the shortest notice.—Governors, Pressure 
most reasonable terms. Improved Slide Valves, Steam, | Registers, Gas-cooking Stoves, and every description 
and Range Boilers, and Smiths’ Work, of the best | of Gas Apparatus. . 
materials and workmanship. — 


JOHN BENT, 
MANUFACTURER OF GAS METERS, 
283, BELL Barn Roap, 
BIRMINGHAM, 
(Established 1830), 
Begs respectfully to call the attention of Gas Compa- 
nies, Engineers, &c., to his WET GAS METER, 
made upon the most improved principles, the most ad- 
mirable materials, and warranted to register correctly. 


nad WORK S, Orders for London and South of England to be ad- 
T, 


B IRTLEY IRON dressed to Mr. Newron, Agent for the District, 13, 






tum - 
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ORE 
JOSEPH BOUITON, 

PATENT DRY GAS-METER M SUFACTURER, 

and also Maker of his Improved W .TER METERS, 


No. 28, BAGNIGGE-WELLS-ROAD, CLERKENWELL, 
adjoining the Police Office. —Late of Nc.1, Coppice-row, 


“$ 


— J. CLIFF’S 
FIRE BRICKS, GAS RETORTS, &c. 











B.NEWTORN. 


Pur 





CHESTER-LE-STREE Westbourne Terrace, BARNSBURY PARK (N.). 
DURHAM. e N.B.—A few Retorts of each size, and alarge stock 
Manufactory for every description of Casting and | of Bricks and Lumps, always on hand at the above 
Machinery for Gas Works and Water Works. Wharf, 





Warehouse in London for Cast-iron Pipes and Con- 


nections of all sizes and in any quantity, Scott’s Wharf, AL EF RE D P E N N Y 
’ 


Bankside, Southwark. 





Office in London, Mr. E. M. PERKINs, 78, Lombard ENGINEER, 
Street. WENLOCK IRON WORKS, 
PADDON AND FORD, WHARF ROAD, CITY ROAD, LONDON. 


PATENT GAS-METER & APPARATUS WORKS, | _.™r. Penny begs to inform Gas and Water Compa- 
nies that he undertakes the erection of new, or the 


oo, 

GRAY’S-INN-ROAD, LUNDON, alteration of existing, works; and that he may be con- 
Manufacturers of WetTand Dry GAs METERS,STATION | sulted generally on all matters connected with gas and 
METEKs, GOVERNORS, EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS, | water supply. He is also prepared to supply best Cold- 
LANTERNS, &c. &e, blast Retorts, Socket-Pipes, and Connections, Iron 





Contractors for the erection or alteration of Gas- | Borings, &c. &c., and all the necessary Castings used 
|| Works; and every description of Apparatus required | in Gas and Water-Works. 
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WHITEHOUSE and CO., 
BOILER & GASHOLDER MAKERS, 
GLOBE PATENT TUBE WORKS, 

VEDNESBURY, || 
Beg to draw the attention of Engineers and Managers | 
of Gas Works to the superior quality of the Article | 
they manufacture, both in respect of the iron employed, | 
and the perfect manner in which it 1s welded; in| 
proof of which they can refer to the testimonials of the | | 
most eminent Gas Engineers, and the experience of | 
the principal of the large Gas Companies of the kingdom, | 
Orders promptly executed. 
1} 


RYAN DONKIN and CO.’s improved | | 
GAS VALVES have been adopted by numerous | | 
Gas Companies in England and abroad, and their ad- } 
vantages and great security fully proved. Very large | | 
numbers are in use. Prices from lls. 6d. to 13s. 6d. | | 
per inch diameter. | 

| 
| 


| 





Bryan DonKIN and Co., 
Engineers, near Grange Road, BERMONDSEY. 





NOW READY, 

OL. VI. of the JOURNAL of GAS 

LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, and SANI-|| 

TARY IMPROVEMENT, for 1857, price 2ls., bound 
in cloth and lettered. A few copies of Vols. II., IIL, 

1V., and V. are still on sale. | 

W. B. Kina, 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street. 


SHEEN, Gas and Railway 
¢ Lantern Maker, 904, Holborn Hill, begs to 
inform Managers of Gas-Works, &c., that she con- 
tinues to contract and supply Lanterns on reasonable | | 
terms, and keep them in repair by the year. || 

| 


WEST and GREGSON, 

GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, &c. | 
UNION-STREET, OLDHAM. | 
Station and Experimental Meters, Gas Pressure 
Registers, Gauges, Experimental Gasholders, Go-| | 
vernors, Slide Valves, &c. &e. | 
W.and G. would respectfully call the attention of | 
Gas Engineers and Managers to their Station-meters, | 

having made and erected the largest in use at the 

present time, two of which may be seen at the Stock- 

port and Liverpool Gas Works, on application to the 
respective Engineers. | 


ai ONES, Iron Merchant, 6, Bank-| 
e SIDE, has long been known to sell the 
following Castings at prices lower than any other house 
in London :—Socketand Flange Pipes, |‘ends, Branches 
and Tees, Syphons, Lamp-posts, Rain-water Pipes, &c.; 
also, Hot Water Pipes, Elbows. Tees, Cylindrical and 
Saddle Boilers, and every Fitting for the same. Draw- 
ings and Prices of the above on application to J. Jongs, 
Iron Bridge Wharf, 6, BANKSIDg, near the Southwark 
lron Bridge. 


aaah | 
| 











1 | 
NOTICE.—INFRINGEMENT OF PATENT. | 
RICKMER’S Patent Metallic Pack- || 
ING for Steam-Engines, Pistons, Piston-Rod 
Stufling-Lioxes, Pumps, &« —Notice is hereby given | 
that a perpetual Injunction of the High Court of Chan-| | 
cery has been obtained by Mes rs. OASTLER and 
PALMER, trading under the Firm of ALEX, ROSS | 
and CO., Grange Mills, Bermondsey, against Mesers. 
LITTLE and CUAMBERS, of Manchester, to restrain 
them from further infringing the above Patent; and | 
that the above Packing can only be obtained of Messrs. 
ALEX, KOSS and CO., Grange Mills, Bermondsey, 
Lonvon (the Proprietors of the Patent), or by their 
authorised Agents. \| 
MILL BANDS, HOSE PIPES, & FIRE BUCKETS | | 
made to order from the best-selected Oak-Bark Tanned 
Leather. } 
Prices Current to be had on application. 


ALTER MABON, Engineer, 

ARDWICK IRON WORKS, FAIRFIELD STREET, || 

MANCHESTER 1 
Manufacturer of 

IRON TANKS for Gasholders, Railway Stations, &c. | 

GASUOLDERS.—Extensive premises at Gorton, | 
solely for the facture of Gasholders, and other | 
heavy Wrought-Iron Structures. 

GAS APPARATUS.—W. M. hasan extensive assort- 
ment of patterns for Purifiers from 4 feet to 15 feet 
square, also round ones from 4 feet to 10 feet diameter; 
Scrubbers, Condensers, Washers, Columns, Girders, 
and Tripod Patterns, suitable for Gasholders, from 
10 feet to 150 feet diameter, either Single-lift or Tele- 
scope. Contractor for Gas Works of any Magnitude, 
Designs, Specifications, and Estimates furnished. 

WROUGHT and CAST IRON ROOFS for Railway 
Stations, Gas Works, Warehouses, and Sheds, pre- 
pared for Slates or for Corrugated Iron. 

IRON HOUDES, either for Dwellings, Manufac- 
tories, or Public Buildings. 

PIPESand VALVES, for Gas and Water, from inches 
to 48 inches bore, 





1] 
| 
| 
| 











GEORGE ANDERSON, 
GAS AND CONSULTIN:; ENGINEER, 
104, LEADENHALL STREET, LONDON (E.C.). 
DIRECT-ACTING GAS-EXHAUSTERS, 


supplied either with or without Steam-Engines and 
oilers. 


FOUR-WAY DIAPHRAGM VALVES, 
one of which answers the purpere of THREE ordi- 
nary Valves, as applied to Puriticers, or in shutting off 
and passing Station-Meters. Governors, or other ap- 
paratus, while the Connecting-Pipes are also much 


simplified. 
RETORT SETTINGS, 
designed to be heated by Tar alone, and with a total 
absence of Smoke, 
Tilustrated circulars, giving refe:ences and every in- 








in Gas-Works supplied. *,* Country orders executed with care and despatch 





formation, may be ob on application as above, 
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ALEXANDER WRIGHT, 


GAS ENGINEER, MANUFACTURER OF GAS-METERS, GOVERNORS, AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF GAS APPARATUS, - 
55, MILLBANK STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
CONSUMERS’ METERS at the List Price, with a Liberal Discount to Wholesale Purchasers. 
THOMPSON’S BROMINE TEST, £1. 1s.—Bromine, 3s. per Ounce. 
BISULPHURET OF CARBON TEST, £2. 2s. 


APPARATUS FOR DETERMINING THE HEATING POWER OF SAMPLES OF COAL AND OTHER DESCRIPTIONS OF FUEL, £5. 5s., 
INVENTED BY LEWIS THOMPSON, Esg., M.R.C.S. 


REGISTERING PRESSURE GAUGE, Net Price, £8. Glass Shade, 10s. extra. 
STATION METERS, PRESSURE GAUGES, PHOTOMETERS, SPECIFIC GRAVITY APPARATUS, &c. 


WILLIAM INGHAM AND SONS, 
WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS, 








Whitt ——-— 


FOUNTAIN 


W. INGHAM and SONS, having for many years been extensively engaged in the Manufacture of 
RETORTS AND FIRE-BRICKS FROM THE CELEBRATED WORTLEY FIRE-CLAY, 
beg to call especial attention to their RETORTS, which have for many seasons proved to be uusurpassed in quality by any in the Kingdom, their FREEDOM FROM 
CRACKS and the ADHESION OF CARBON rendering them worthy the attention of all parties interested in the making of Gas. 
The Works are of such magnitude as to ensure the prompt execution of orders to any extent. 
Estimates for Setting, or Bricklayers sent when required. 
GAS OVENS IN SEGMENTS OF EQUAL QUALITY. 


London Agents, CHADWICK and AKEROYD, Willington Stone Wharf, Regent’s Park Basin. 


N.B.—£zport orders continue to have prompt attention. 








JAMES OAKES and CO., 


ALFRETON IRON WORKS, DERBYSHIRE, 


AND 
WENLOCK IRON WHARF, 20, WHARF ROAD, 
CITY ROAD, LONDON, 

Beg to inform Gas and Water Companies and the public, 
that they keep in stock in London all the CASTINGS 
in general use in Gas and Water Works, including 
best cold-blast Iron Retorts, Socket and Flange Pipes 
of all sizes, Bends, Branches, Syphons, Lamp Columns 
of various patterns, &c. 

N.B.—Orders for Cast-iron Tanks, Girders, Columns, 
Cylinders, and all irregular castings, will have immedi- 
ate attention. 


44, OXFORD STREET, LONDON; 
Manufactory— Broad-street, Birmingham, 
MANUFACTURERS OF GLASS CHANDELIERS, GLASS 
LUSTRES, TABLE GLASS, &c. &c. 

ELEGANT CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS, FOR GAS 
(Made from ‘“‘ ReGisTERED’’ Desicns), with Glass BRANCHES, &c.; suitable 
for DRawING-Rooms and BALL-Rooms. The more extensive use of Gas in 
private dwellings has induced Messrs. OsLeR to direct their particular atten- 
tion to the manufacture of this class of articles—which, with a view to their 
‘yay general adoption, are offered at very moderate prices. Purchasers can select from 
a great variety of patterns, to which additions are being constantly made. 


THBATRES, CONCERT, ASSEMBLY, AND BALL Rooms LIGHTED BY EsTIMATE 


ON THE Lowest TERMS. 
a 
TS. 


CHARLES HorsLey, Agent. 
C. H. is prepared to carry out the warming and ven- 

tilation of ,public buildings, &c. ; also civil engineering 

in general, 





IRE-CLAY GAS RETOR 





ESTABLISHED IN 1795. 


JOSEPH CLIFF, 
WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK WORKS, near LEEDS. 
THESE RETOBRTS are unrivalled in excellence, being the BEST FINISHRD INTERNALLY, and THE MOST CORRECT IN FORM, of any in the Kingdom, From the peculiar 


composition used in working up the face of the material, they are rendered unusually smooth, close, and FREE FROM SURFACE CRACKS, thus, in a great measure, preventing 
leakage and the adhesion of carbon to their interior service. 








re-erected and much enlarged, and Engineers may rely WITH CONFIDENCE on their orders being completed with a greater regard to despatch than by any other House. 
THE WORKS ARE WELL SITUATED 
LONDON, LIVERPOOL, 


For EXPORT from the Ports of HULL, MIDDLESBRO’, 
HARTLEPOOL, and STOCKTON. 


FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, GUARDS, TILES, AND CLAY OF THE SAME QUALITY. 
M. B. NEWTON, London Agent, No. 4, Wharf, King’s Cross Goods Station. 


HULETT AND (CO,, 55 anv 56 HIGH HOLBORN, 


PATENTEES and MANUFACTURERS of the NATIONAL GAS METER, 

Beg to inform the Proprietors of Gas Companies, and the Trade generally, that, having completed their new Gas-Meter 
Manufactory, they are now enabled to supply, with despatch, a very superior article, and can confidently warrant the same to 
be equal in quality and workmanship to any Gas-Meter ever made. Manufacturers of 

GAS CHANDELIERS GLASS LUSTRES, HALL LANTERNS, PILLARS, BRACKETS, PENDANTS, 
AND EVERY ARTICLE CONNECTED WITH 
GAS FITTINGS. 
GAS COOKING APPARATUS, IMPROVED ALBERT, 


AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF 
SHADOWLESS GAS BURNERS, UNION JETS, BATSWINGS, &c. &.; CAST AND WROUGHT IRON PIPE; 


COPPER, TIN, BRASS, and COMPOSITION TUBING. 
D. HULETT’S IMPROVED SERVICE CLEANSER, , 
by which Mains, Service Pipes, and the interior Fittings of a House, may be cleaned out in a few minutes. Price 60s. net. 
Sole Manufacturers of Church and Mann’s Improved Photometer. 
Large Pattern Books, with every description of Gas Fittings and Chandeliers, &c., with complete Book of Prices, price 10s. 
Price Lists sent free, on receipt of envelope, addressed, and enclosing two postage stamps. 





Londen: Printed by Wittiam Boveuton Kune, (at th 








e office of Joseph Clayton, 17, Bouverie Street, Fleet Street) ; and published by him at No. 11, Bolt Court, 
Street, in the City of don.—Tuesday, March 30, 1858. 
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To meet the yearly increasing demand of UPWARDS OF THIRTY SEASONS and to carry out the late improvements in the manufacture, the Premises have been 
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